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5 INTRODUCTION. 


| R. John Biddle (whois 
repreſented to me, as one of 

| the moſt learned and moſt ra- 
+ tionall , among the enemies of the 
* Roman Church) wrote a booke wher= 
ein he declared what opinion be had 
} framed to bimſelfe ont of Scripture, 
concerning the bleſled Trinity: And 
that, not ont of Scripture alone;bur alſo 
ont of the Fathers of the firſt three 
Centuries ; {mootbly ſkipping ouer 
(according to the viuall actiuity of a 
Proteſtam Doctor) aboue a thouſand 
yeares att a leaue. By which procee- 
| ding he pretendeth , that neither the 
Calxiniſt 3 nor any other who ſticketh 
to pure Scripture; nay, not the Proteſtant 
himſelfe, who extendeth bis authority 
to the Fathers of the firſt three hund- 
red yeares „ and no further; haue any 


law or right to cenſure him, ſeeing be 
AZ Was 
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maintaineth all the Principles of both 


$ \ 


theſe ſortes of perſons, and offerethto * | 


juſtify out of them by diſputation hat- 
ſoever he hath written. Excepting 
which two pretended authorities ( name- 
ly, of Seripture, and of the Fathers of 
the firſt three Centnries: both of them, 


rivately interpreted ) there is nothing 
— mecre v ill fulne ſle to move any of 


the fore · mentioned pe tions, to believe 


a— Ack re 


firmely any conclution of faith and Re- 
ligion, or to cenſure rationally any who 


hold the co: trary opinions. 

This man (not withſtanding his ſo 
conformable plea , and the maine poſi- 
tion of liberty of Prophecying ; which 
is the Baſis of all thoſe who refuſe the 
judgment of a ſpeaking Church ) wee 
ſee derained priſoner by publike au- 
thority , and his booke burned by 


ner. 
This begott in me (as I conceive it 


did the like in ſundry others ) a deſire 


ard curioſity of ſpeaking with him. 
Which not being able to compaſſe by 
ny ſlender power ; My next worke, 

was 


the hand of the publike Executio- 
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b was to reade his booke. After which, 
to I muſt not deny him this commmenda= 
t- tion, that, ſuppoſing the principle of 


ig 7 every mans chooſing his Religion out 
of ted (at is the manner of all thoſe who 
n, tecede from the authority of tradition) 
1g he proceedeth very rationally and con- 
ot ſequently. Neither do I imagine that 


= of his perſecutors is able to give 
a ſatisfactoty anſwere to what he hath 
written, And this hath bin confir- 
med in me, fince I have vnderſtood, 
ſo that ſome have ſeit out workes againſt 
i- him , which haue not afforded the 
ch diſcreeter part even of their owne fol- 
ie # lowers, the content they expected from 
ee them; And that others have attempted 
todo the like, but have bin foo diſ- 
by & creeto as to ſuppreſſe their endea- 
o- vours , vpon their finding the ſuc- 

ceſſe did not correſpond to their 
it wishes, 

This hath made the booke be eſteemed 
exceeding dangerous to Chriſtian Reli- 
gion, by thoſe who thought they have no 

rule to know what is ſolide and what is 
| A 3 not 


e- | of Scripture Grammatically intrepte- 
: 
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not in Matters of Religion , yet are by 
the force of cuſtome and conſent of the 
greateſt part of the Chriſtian name, de- 
tained from renouncing the God- head 
of the whole Tryniry ; as eſteeming it 
the maine foundation (for a mareriall 
point) of Chriſtian beliefe, and that 
which hath brought forth during to 
many ages thoſe heroyke actions and 
noble effects, wherewith the Chriſtian 


world is enriched , aboue the neglected 


times of Paganiſme. 

Now, this conſideration, or rather 
experiment 3 as it conuinced clearly, 
that diſputations betweene all ſuch as 
adhere ſolely to Scripture , are for the 
moſt partmeerely vaine and fruitleſle; 
(for, witty men will neuer commit too 
great a folly, as to maintaine __ 
ture what is palpably and vngloſeably 
againſt it) ſo, it made me reflect, that 
euen the diſputations which we (atho- 
liles do vie againſt Proteſtants , are ſel- 
dome, and onely by accident, profita- 
ble: And by farther rumioation , my 
thoughts ſprunge ont the enſuing trea- 
biſe, 

I may 


— . 
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I may not conclude this preamble, 
without reflecting ypon Mr, Biddles 
appeale to the Fathers of the firſt three 

3 which excluſion of thoſe of the 
* Ages : Not becaule it is bis; 


but becauſe it is common to him and 


to the Proteſtants; and euer to the lear- 
nedeſt Caluiniſtu, as may be ſeene iu the 


7? workes of Chamier and Daille, Truly, 


{ 
: 


— SS. 


to my thinking, it is a moſt ridiculous 


and ynreaſonable propoſition, For, I 


would faine know how it can fall into 
the braines of any indifferently diſs 
coutſine man, to doubt whiter the Fa- 
thers of the fourth Age did not know 
what the Fathers of the former Ages 
held, bettet then we can diſcouer it ont 
of their writings that remaine to vs, 
Then, more of — were extant; Nei- 
ther was there any cauils or att leaſt ve- 
ryfe w) which of them were trew, which 
ſappolitions: The ſtile, the phraſe, the 
circumſtances, the practiſes of the times 
wherein thoſe Fathets wrote, were then 
better voderſtood : And (which is the 
chiefe © fall) there were yet wittneſſes 
aliue „ who either had knowne them, 

A 4 or 
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or att leaſt knew others that had know- 


ne them and had conuerſed with them 
ſo that, by being acquainted with the 
opinions of the men, they could not 
doubt of the ſenſe and interpretation of 


ſuch hard paſſages as by inaduertence | 
(naturall , euento rue moſt — and 


moſt wary writers) could not choſe but 
ſometimes fall from their pennes. 
Theſe were the aduantages of the 4 
Age , ouer this wherein we now liue. 
And conſequently , if we can aske the 
4.4 Age what it was that theſe fathers 
he'd ; and may haue theit aſſured au- 
ſwere to our queſtion 3 There can be no 
compariſon berweene that euidence, 
and what we can gueſſe at out of thoſe 
ſcrappes and remnants of darke expreſ- 
ſions „ which in many caſes muſt be 
the ſubject of our enquiry , if we exa- 
mine their writinges, I will giue you 
for an example, this booke of Maiſter 
Biddle , that bath occaſioned the fol- 
lowing diſcourſe, Reade the reſtimo- 
myes he alleageth : they will ſeeme 
to you, the yery contexture of the tre- 
atiſes out of which he bath drawne 
| them; 
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them; fo large in ſome places; ſocon” 
tinuedly , page afrer page: (whereas 
generally , our Proteſtant cirations» 
ate bur of a line or two, ſpoken vpon 
the by , whiles the Authors diſcourſe 
concerneth an other bulineſle :) And 
yet neuer the leſſe , nothing can be 
more manifeſt , then that the doctri- 
ne he pretendeth to abett by thoſe teſ- 
timonies , was not the opinion of the 
fathers be alleageth for it. The coun- 
cillof Nice , called the Great 3 that 
is „ the Vaiuertall Chriſtian world, 
with open mouth and one conſent , 
condemning the Arrians of nonelty ; 
And Sv Athanaſius , ſo many times vp- 
braiding them ro their faces, that their 
progenitors were onely Caiphas and 
Artemas and fuch like, and that 
their Clergy men were faine to leat- 
ve bow to profeſle their faith and how 
to ſpeake ; a certaine token of their 
bauing bin formerly taught the con- 
trary. The like, in effect, is in 
all other controuerfies betweene Pro- 
teſtants and vs, for , in any of 
them the 4. h Age doth teſtify that 
5 5 the 
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the doctrine it holdeth , is deſcended 
from their fore. Fathers , and is in 
quiet poſſeſſion of beliefe in the ¶ hurch, 
and that the opini6 they diſpute againſt 
is a nouuelty: they do thereby declare 
the doctrine of the precedent age; more 
efficaciouſly , then any teſtimonies we 
can draw out of the writioges of that 

precedent age, are able to convince. 
Thus (rationall Reader) thou ſeeſt 
what hath bin my motiue to {pione this 
thridde, for thee to worke thy (elfe out 
of the ambiguities and labirinths whe- 
rein our country is att preſent ſo per- 
plexed in matters concerningReligion: 
the deſigne of it is, to make thee diſcer- 
ne , that diſputation att large, as it is 
commonly managed, is Needeleſſe. Vle- 
leſſe and dangerous, Needeleſſe; be- 
cauſe there are other meanes ; Eaſy, for 
thoſe who are otherwiſe buſied, and 
neede belieuing , and cleare , for thoſe 
who wil take the paine and employ the 
time requiſite for their inſtruction, Vie. 
leſſe, becauſe neither the 01ercommer, 
doth gaine his cauſe, nor doth the wea- 
ker loole it: fincein ſuch a diſputation, 
nothing 


| 


G 
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nothing is compared, but wnatrhetwo 
Antagoniſts did ſay, or (att moſt) could 
haue (aid , which is litle or nothing, to 
the maine caule it ſelfe. Beſides; ſuch 
a running diſcourſe , may well fill the 
auditors heads, but can hardly euer cle- 
ate them, thete wanting, time, reſt, 
and quiet, to ſettle a mature and ſolide 
judgement. And laſtly, ſuch diſputation 
is dangerous, becauſe in encounters of 
that natures wut, tongue, and chance, 
do for the moſt part beate a great ſway, 
and haue a maine ſtroake, andofttenti- 
mes, do breake and diſorder the bettet 
cauſe ; and the weaker fort of hearers 
(apt to judge by the euent) do take ſi- 
niſter imprefſions, and teceiue damage, 
att the indiſcretion or misfortune pr 
ouerſett diſputant. In a word , the ſco- 
pe ofthis short diſcourſe , is to shew , 
that quietneſſe and ſolitude; in which, 
our braine is ſerene , and our ſpirits 


ate calme, and a man hath his beſt wit- 


res preſent to hun: Not, publike diſpu. 
tes, wherein vſually , is nothing but 
— — provoking one another 
into pers and mutuall animoſi- 

A 6 ties 


/| 


e ie 


12 Controner y- Logicke. 


ties: Is the moſt r meanes to diſ- 
cerne truth , — eſpecially in matters 
of Religion, And I dare confidently 
lay, that whoſoever shal take this conr- 
ſe , will finde the fruiteof it: which l 
bartily wiſh to all thoſe who ſtand in 
neede of it, 

As for Mr. Biddles booke : If thoſe 
of his aduerſaries who are ſeparated 
from the Catholike Church, are able to 
confute it by their principles, thatis to 
lay, if they can shew, not onely that 
the truth which they maiotaine is more 

laine in ſcripture then his errors are, 

t that it is ſo euident that the explica- 
tions which may be brought for his par- 

Ty are not receivable ; and ſo, that his 
errors may be condemned out of the 
force of ſcripture alone: Then, Catho- 
like writers will not neede to engage 
their pennes — him. But ( if am 
not much miſtaken) whoſoever shall 
goe about it, wil find it a hard taske, 
the queſtion being of ſuch a nature as 
requireth a ſeerting contradiction in 
wordes to expreſſe it ; and fo, the knott 
of it lyeth in determiniog,which part of 

the 
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the ſeeming contraditory pages - 
ought to be explicated by the other, 
Now, how {uch a controuerſy can be 
decided by bare wordes, I can not com- 
prehend. If then, thoſe aduetſaties do 

roue to weake too maintaine this cau- 
ſe; and the inefficaciouſneſle of fiogle 
{cripture, in this ſo maine a point, do 
become euident; It may be neceſſary to 
yſe Catholike arguments for the defen- 
ce of Chriſtian truth. Vnto which , the 
following conſiderations may prepare 
thee, 


The 
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The firſt 


REFLEXION. 
What , Religion is. 


O vnderſtand a right , the nature 

of diſputation about Religion; we 
muſt firſt know, what Religion it ſelfe 
is, We due not here take it in the lenſe 
of Schoole.diuines.for a ſpeciall vertue, 
by which we performe the honours 
due to almighty God, to his frendes the 
Saintes, and to what euer holy thinges 
do belong to him and his, Bur, Reli- 
ion. in our preſent treatie, ſignifieth a 
kill or art of doRtrine coming to 
zrernall bliſſe. To vnderſtand this the 
better , we ate to remember , that it 
hath ener bin receiued as an undoubred 
truth among the true=beleeuers both 
in the law of nature and in that of Moy- 
les, as alſo more euidently among 
Chriſtians , that man hath two lifes; 
The one, in this ſtate of mortality and 
corruption , while we live ynder the 


lawes of change and of neceſſity in 
| thi 


his n 
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this world: the other. which we expect 


aſter the end of this, to dure for euet, in 


great bliſſe and happioeſſe if we bebaue 
our ſelfes here as we ought to do; or in 
great miſeries and torments , if we 
pegleR our duties in this world, 

Nov, the lite of the next world, being 
to laſt for euer; and the conſequences 
of it for good and bad, being ſo highly 
exalted aboue the conrentments a 
afflictions of our preſent life; it follo- 
werh , that the art or {kill of ſteering a 
right courſe rowardes it, is incompa 


rably more neceffary and more eſtee- 


mable, then any art or learviog what- 
ſoeuer belonging to the affaires of this 
world Beyond the {kill of trading and 
of gaining wealth, in which the Eaſter” 
ne and Arabian wizardes place their 
wiſedome : Beyond the out witting and 
the ouer powering glory of the Po- 
tentats and State. Maſters of the Earth3 
whole felicity , is toenſnare the world 
into the neceffily of a willfull bondage 
to their yylimited ambition ; beyond 
the ſelfe. pleaſing contentment of thoſe 
who lettliog intheirowne neſt, do laugh 

att 
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att the reſtleſſe negotiations of ſuch as 
turmoile in the w aues of fortune, and to 
ſatisfy themſclues with che enioy ing of 
home-bred and cafily.compalled de- 
lights of body and of minde. So that, the 
Sill deſigned by the name of Religion, 
in our propoſed diſcourſe , is of an 
excellency , and of a neceſſit y, not to 
be paralleled by any other whatlocuer; 
being compared to all others , it 
outweigheth their worth , beyond all 
meaſure and proportionzand at that rate 
deſerueth to be eſteemed by vs ; and 
to be ſought after with our whole 
force, and with our ytmoſt endca. 
yours, 
Beſides what we hitherto (ſaid;Philoſo. 
phers do offer us yet another confidera- 
tion, not to be neglected. They make 
a generall diuifion of mans actions, irto 
two kindes: whereof the one, they ſeeme 
to ſay are the actiõs of man as he is man 
But that the others , do proceede from 
him as he is endowed with ſome patti- 
cular quality; yet withall, that (: ach qua- 
lity is proper onely to humane nature, = 
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fot exemplezno liuing creature but man, 


ci be a ſmith, a carpenter,a Pilot, a muſi- 


tian, a Philoſopher: And yet, none of the 


actions peculiar to theſe perſons, are in 


7 themſclues conſidered to be the Actions 


of Manas he is Man, But ifany Action 


bee prudently , valiantly , juſtly , or 
| remperately , performed ; they ſay that 
action proccedeth from him who doth 


it, as he is Man. But truly, according 
to my judgement , this is not properly 
a diuiſion of Actions as Actions 3; but 
rather, of the degrees ot of the qua- 


7 lities of the ſame kind of actions. For, 


the ſmith and the Pilot cannot exerciſc 


their teſpectine trades , but that their 


working muſt needes be either in con- 
venient meaſure and circumſtances, or 
out of ſuch ; and accordingly , what 
they do muſt be cither prudent or im- 
prudent, juſt or vniuſt , &c: So that, 
to be vertuous or vicious, is aquality 
common to all ſorts of Actions; nota 
ſpeciall kinde of Action: And yer, 


an Action is ſaid to proceede from Man 


as Man, as farre as it is yertuous or 
vicious. Neither is there any Action ſo 


proper 


U— 
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proper to vettue and vice, as not to in- 
e ſome other nature within it ſelfe. 


Fortitude, requireth ſome action or palj- 


ſion to gouverne , and wherein to exet - 
ciſe courage and ſtouteneſſe;tempetance, 
hath pleaſures to modetate, as in meate 
and drinke, which belong fo an other fa- 
culty 3 Juſtice, hath civill actions to re- 
gulate , which ate determined by law es 
and by cuſtomes : And Prudence, is a 
common eye over all. Yet polſſibily, 
though the actions be the ſame , the 
ſciences wherein they are concerned 
may never the leſle be divers: As, the 
ill of Muſike or of Logike, is very dif- 


«* ot 


ferent from the (ſcience which teachetn 


to make ulc of them with moderation 
in due time and place, So, Philoſophers 
as ſigne Arts to — onez and the ſcience 
of Morall to the other. Wherefore it ĩs 
apparent , that what in Chriſtian lan- 
guage we call Religion, is correſpondent 
to that which the heathen wizards tei- 
med Morall Philoſophy. Correſpondent, 
I fay, or rather proportionable 3; with 
the imparity of pagan darkenefle, to the 
light of truth deliveted us by — 

Od. 
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n Þ} God, For, as the next world was alto. 
©. Þ gether obſcure and unknowne to thoſe 
old Philoſophers; So was alſo by con- 
T* Þ| ſequence , the true end of humane life 
'C and action: And therefore , all their 
re skill and ſtudy, fell ſhort,and was nota- 
a ble to bring them to the leaſt action 
perfect in the way of nature;fince it was 
es Fnot posſible for any action to be per- 
a feck in reſpect of nature , which not 
onely miſſed but not ſo much as aymed 
he ¶ att her true End; and conſequently, was 
uncapable of reaching to the circum- 
he ſtances due thereunto, 

fe Now , that which I draw from the 
th mention 1 * made of theſe Philoſo- 
on ers, ic , that Reigion is in r 
ts — to Chriſtian life » what they did 
ce eſteeme Morall Philoſophy to bee to- 
is wardes a good or happy life in na- 
= cure, 
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The ſecond 
REFLEXION. 
How, Religion is naturally to be 
bred in mankinde. 


| rum theſe premilles , it followeth 
clearely, that if Mans nature were in 
its due perfection, Religion would be 
as well Know ne and with as much ſe- 
curity aſſented to, as are now the com 
mon principles of nature and of naturall 
liuing. For, ſince according to the ma- 
xime of Philoſophers , no one action 
can be performed by man as man, but 
that X muſt be cicher — ways 
and e age o 
ifs, a rule isnecellary for hin. by 
wich to ſquare and regulate his procee- 
ding, that it may be yertuous : It is ma- 
iel „that if he be not very ſecure 
and perfect in this diſcipline , he muſt 
vnauoidably faile and ſwerue from ver - 
tue and nature, and conſequently, he 
would not be complete in the courſe of 
naturenor enioy that perfect State which 
is conformable to his nature, Therefore, 
enioy 
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enioy the per fectiõ of human nature, it is 
necellary that he have all ſecurity of his 


belieſe, anda complete rule for bis actiòs: 


and conſequently: the principles of Reli- 
gion,oughtto be as cuident to him as the 
principles of nature, 

No lefle is evident out of the former 
part of our diſcourſe. For, if Religion be 
the skill of obtaining beatitude or hea- 
venly glory; and if this be the end of our 
birth and of our living in this world ; Ir 
follow eth, that our very life heie, can 
not be ſo directed as it ought to bee, yn. 
lefle we have the ſcience and tule of Re- 
ligion, And becaufe the tight direction 
of our life to æternall Beatitude , is of 
greater valcw and worth then our con- 
tinuation in this world, It is cuident that 
the ſcience of attaining Beatitude, ought 
to be more cleate vnto vs, then the Eu 
of guiding our ſelfes in out corporal life 
Wherefore , ſeeing that we finde, Reli- 
gion is not now ſo cleare and certaine 
vnto vs, as ate the Principles of our na- 
turall and ciuill life, we may eaſily ga- 
ther that we ate not in the right temper 
which human nature tequixeth. 45 

n 
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And from hence one may argue, that 


if the happy ſtate in which our firſt Pa» 
rents were created , had continued till 


their mulciplication had filleth the earth, | 


the knowledge of God , and other prin- 


ciples for gaining ſo celcſtiall bliſſe, 


would haue bin as naturall to them, as 


the prouiding of meate, clothes, houſes, 


and ſuch natutall accommodations ate 
to vs now; and would have bin derived 


from Parents to children with the ſame 


connatarallnes „ and would have bin 
embraced by the children with a like 
or greater heate of affection: And that 
the vahappy apple, was the cauſe ir is 
not now io; as it likewiſe was, of all 
other diſordets in mankinde , whereof 
this is not the leaſt , if nos the ſource of 
moſt of them , as they who looke into 
the matter, w ill eaſily diſcerne. 

The due way therfore to atraine che 
knowledge of Religion , is by nature, 
Such nature I meanc, as we may obſcure 
to worke in children when they learne 
their firſt languages 3 which, as itis not 
eſtected without the — of them 


by their mothers and nutſes, ſo neither 
I*IT 
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| is it without the endeauours of the litle 


ſoules labouring to expteſſe their 
thoughts and mindes. And nature hath 
in her ſuch principles , that neither the 
one party northe other , can give over 
the paines , till they have biought the 
effect to paſſe, Afther the ſame; maner 
in chat happy ſtate of innocency, child- 
ren would have bin trained vp in Codli- 


| neſſe as perfectly as in naturall quali- 


ties, without any violent ſtraining of 


them thereunto 3 and as it were , even 


before they ſhould have bin awarie of it. 
And this is clearely deduced out of an 
axiome that Philoſophers do vſe in the 
beginning of Logicke, where they teach 
vs Logick ought to be learned before 
other | lacs _ccolr it is an inſtrument 
or methode to obteine (ciences by, and 
conſequently , ought to be poſſeſſed be- 
fore one fetteth hjo\ſelfe to the gaining 
of ſcience, So, Religion being the in- 
ſtrument and methode to guide ys for 
the well acting of our lifes , when once 
we are come tothe vſe of reſon, It is 
cleare that ir ought to be planted in vs, 


before we come to the age and vſe 
me 
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diſcretion, Againe ſince no action 
ought to be exempt from the direction 
of Religion ; not, euen the very firſt , 


It can not be doubted but that Reſigion 


ought to take poſſeſſion of our hearts, 
euen before Reaſon, Neither do I ſpea- 
ke this as a thing that should haue bin 
onely in the ſtate of Paradiſe , but as 
what is connaturall to vs bere, andis 
practiſed by many pious Mothers, who 
reach their children their prayers, and 
ſtampe in their mindes a deepe conceit 
of God and of heauen , before they are 


capable of judging in matters concer- 


ning temporall commodities. So that it 
is plaine , thatit belongeth truly tothe 
nature of Religion , to be propagated 
in man kinde by diſcipline and by deli- 
uery ouer from father to ſõne, and to be 
embraced in the meere vertue of ſuch 
a reception through the naturall credu- 
liry of children to their parents and tea. 
chers. Vet I do not hereby exclude, 
but that as riper yeares come on, ſo they 
ought to gaine ſtronger pew and 
maximes to confirme what they firſt 
accepted of in a more ſimple 1 

ut 
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But here peraduenture it will be ex- 
peRed ; that, ſince we ſay we meane 
not in this diſcourſe by the terme Rel. 
gion the yertue lo named byDivines 
the skil of attaining to eternall bliſſe; 
we should give the reaſon why we call 
this Religion. The anſwere hereunto 
is not difhculc, for, ſince the end we 
ought to ayme at in this life, beloogeth 

to the next; And ſince we know ſo very 
little of that; (even the great Clerks ; 
much leſſe, the ordinary fort of Chri- 
| ſtians , whoſe chiefe endeayours are be. 
/ ſtowed upon their tempotall concerne- 
; ments; ) It was requiſite for our nature, 


that this ſcience should be delivered us 


from God himſelfe: And coming from 
him, the moſt co1t 1mable courle was 
: that it should be done by way of com- 
| mand ; that onely, becoming his great- 
neſſe, and taking away all poſhbiliry of 
diſpate in us. Which being ſo effected, 
you ſee, the art of obtaining happineſle, 
was now become a matter of obe- 
dience to Almighty God. 
Beſides ; the object ot our Beatitude 


| beiog the divine eſſence 3 the way to 
attaine 


* 
1 
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attaine it, muſt conſequeutly be an at- 
dent affection to Almighty God ; And 
{ach aftc&ion, proceeding from a high 
eſteeme of him: And the performance ot 
duties, and the acknowledgements of the 
greateneſſe of him wee honour, flowing 
naturally from ſuch eſteeme: It follow= 
eth, that the chief, if not the whole skill 
of acquiring bliſſe ; mult conſiſt , in 
making duc acknowledgements , and in 
framing vehement affections towardes 
the God- head. And thus you ſee, that the 
skill which before wee ſecmed ro make 
different from the vertue of Religion, 
as preceding and ditecting it; is now 
found to be coincident or convertible 
with it. And though the name of Reli- 
gion ſeemed to be {poken æquivocally 
of the two; and in truth, is {o, ſeeing the 
notions are quite divers : Yet, becauſe 
the thinges that are executed by both, ate 
the ſame; the name, is juſtly and fitly 
derived from the one to the other; and 
ſo neceſlarily , that without due conſide- 
ration, we can not finde in what one ſi- 


guification diſterech from che other, 
| The 


ar- 
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The third 


' REFLEXI ON. 
That the Religion. , without which 
there is no ſal vation, is but one. 


Ut of what we have bitherto diſ- 
courſed, it is evident, that, if ac- 
cording tothe courſe of all other arts 
and ſciences, and according to the cus 
ſome and rule of nature in all her othet 
— 4 way of conquering the 
igh walls of heaven by our violent af - 
fate be bur one: That is to ſay, 
hat as our nature and her acts and her 
efets are proporiivnable one to an. 
other, and of one kin in all men; ſo 
the happineſſe all men ayme at being 
but one; alſo the beſt way unto it ought 
to be but one; and the defects from the 
beſt, one proportionate to an other, that 
is, the way of all men to bliſs proporti- 
Lonably conſidered ; ought to be but one 
bi ir followeth cleately, that if God 
ntendeth to ditect vs wiſely , and con- 
formably to our Nature, towardes the 
B 2 End 
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End he created ys for (which he muſt +» 7 


of neceſſity do, ynder forfeiture of his 

reat wiſedome and | arg 3 ſhould 

e make nature, and vs in it, with de- 
ligne to bring vs to our eternall well. 
being, and not vſe the meaves for it) 
his commandes to vs, can be no other 
then of ſuch thinges as by their eſſences 
do integrate the ſtreight and direct 
way, in which (did we koow the cau- 
{es of things) we should, of our owne 
inclinations , and by the skill of morall 
Philoſophy , both march our ſelues, 
and guide others in our charge, And 
out of this, we may conclude manifeſt- 
ly , that Religion is but one onely ; 
which if we hit on and put in executi- 
on, we become happy; but if we mille 
of it, we become unhappy ; whether 
the fault of miſſing it, be ours or no. 
Not , that I ſuppoſe the miſſing can 
happen without our fault (which is an 
other diſputation) But, that this rule is 
univerſally true, that whoſoever hath 


7 


bd 
{ 
| 
„ 


not the true Religion, miſcarrieth and 0 


faileth of — bliſſe. 
By this we ſee how dangerous the 


rocke N 
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aft <rocke is , to which ſo many ſeeke for 


his 
ald 
de- 


refuge of their ſhippe=wracked conſci- 


ences, folacing themſelyes with ſuch 


diſcourſes as theſe ; God is good and 
mercifull , and therefore commandeth 


not impoſſibilities , but is content if I 


do my endeavour to fulfill his precepts, 
I, for my part,am very ready if I kvew 
them: Nay, I labour and ſtudy to find 
them out, and yet can not: Therefore 
why should | trouble my ſelfe any fur- 
ther ꝰ Rather let me caſt away all an- 
xiouſneſſe, and truſt to the mercies of 


ſo unlimited a goodneſſe. 


For, if what we have hither to la- 
boured to evince, be true; namely. that 
Gods commands are not meere volun- 
tary ones; but of {uch actions as do na- 
turally breede the effect for which the 
are commanded; then, labour as — 
as you will, if you do not that which is 
commanded, that is, if you take not 
the true way of going to heaven, yon 
ſhall never come there. The preſcripti- 
ons of the Doctour to the Apothecary, 
are commandes ; But if the Apothecary 

B 3 (though 
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(though he endeayour never ſo much) 


do not mingle the right drugges , and 
temper them according to the DoRours 

relcripti6s, the Phy tick will not prove 

ealthfull to the Patient, The husband= 
mans preſcriptions to his kynde , arc 
commands; Yet if his ſerua t (though 
he worke by his greateſt wittes ſhould 
ſow peaſe inſtead of w heate, the croppe 
will not come up fit far the, Maſters 
table. So in all other trades and arts; 
It is not enough to do our endeayour; 


But the thinges themſflyes mult be 


really performed 3; or elſe the defired = 


effects will not follow. Then alſuredly, 
thoſe who content themſel ves with this 
cold comfort , that God is mercifull, 
do make leſſe account of that ſo impor- 
tant buſineſſe of their ſalvation, , then 
they do of thoſe meaner profits which 
ariſe out of yulgar arts and, occupa- 
tions, 

Theſe two then do ſtand very well to- 
gether that the ſame thing may be a cõ- 
mand, and withall, a naturall action to- 
wardes the end for which it is cõmanded. 
Nay , ordinarily and tegulatly it is al- 


wayes 
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wayes ſo;and no command is otherwiſe 
unleſſe where there is ſome fault, either 
in the commander or in the ſubject. The 
Generalls commandes-, are of doing 
luch thinges as are orderedto ſafety and 
victory ; the Stateſmans for keeping 
peace , and for procuring plenty ; the 
Bis hops, of thoſe ations which breede 
vertne and good life in the le; Yer, 
all theſe — wan voy thete- 
fore power of forcing obedience, be- 
cauſe they are ( or at ſeat ought to be 


. {appoſed) {uch as of themſelves are ne- 


ceſſary for the common in tre- 


ſpect of which one man ſubjecteth him- 
ſelfe to another. And from hence, the 


ſillyneſſe of this excuſe is more evident. 
For, if it be naturall to all good com- 
mands, that they be of actious confor- 
mable to the end for which they are gi- 
ven; and, that the command be made 


for the action, as the action is for the 


end which muſt be in Gods commands; 
by which he ordereth vs to eternall life: 
bis commanding , being the Idea to all 
actions and this matter, being the prin- 
cipall on which he exerciſeth that 

B 4 power 
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power) it is evidently conyincing, that 
whether the command be poſhble or im» 
poſſible, knowne or un knowne; if it be 
not fullflled , the action is not done, 
without which the end can not be ob- 
tained $ And conſequently , the party 
becometh damned; Not bec auſe he did 
not obey the command; but becauſe he 
did not the action, not followed the way, 
neceſſary to ſalvation: which if he had 
done without command, it would have 
ſaved him ; forit is in vertae of do 

the action, that the fullfilling of the 
command ſaveth all choſe whom ir doth 
ſavez and without its none arc ſaved. 


The 
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The fourth 
REFLEXION. 
That, Religion is certaine : Andthe 


meanes to attaine unto it. 


He caſe ſtanding thus, that either 

we muſt do what God hath com- 
manded us in this world, or elſe muſt 
ſuffer his indignation in the next 3 And, 
thar there is no excuſe for ignorance: 
I neede not urge to any one who is ſen» 
fible of their Bales intereſt , that th 
knowledge of the law of God oughtro 
be certaine , and undoubted, both in it 
ſelfe, and to us: That is, that every one, 
according to his particular circum 
ſtances ought to have a conſtant and 
immutable aſſurance, that ir is Gods law 
in which he walketh: And, that in the 
Church, there ate meanes left by our 
bleſled Saviour to ſecure us of this truth, 
(for every one, according to his capa- 
city ) if the execution be conformable to 


the principles. 
Y f B 5 The 
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The firſt part is fo cleare , that time 
were {; in yaine to declare it, For, 
ſince the end of our faith and know- 
ledge, is the obſerving in fact, and not 
— in will „ the commandements of 
God; with the loſſe of bliſſe, and incur- 
ring eternall damnation , if it be not 
done in effect. And ſince on the other 
fide , itis impoſſible that he who is un- 
certaine whirher he be in the truth or no, 
and hath but a changeable opinion con- 
cerning the law of God , ſhould con- 
ſtantly and firmely in all his workes per- 
forme that laws Ir is evident that Reb 
a man is not fit for Chriſtian life ; but is 
like one that whileſt he holdeth the 
2 „ is ſtill looking backe ; nor 
can he hope fot any thing from God, 
becauſe his faith is wavering and un- 
ſtable! In his ptactiſe he can not chooſe 
but be carricd too and fro with every 
wind of opinion; Now forwardes, now 
backewardes, and never ſteere any con- 
ſtant courſe towardes heaven and bliſſe: 
Whereas this rule of good life (as is be- 
fore declared) is of a nature that it com- 
ptehendeth all out actions, the higheſt 
eſtand 
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and the loweſt , the firſt and the laſt» 
and all that are compriſed between theſe 
extteams. 

As for the ſecond part of what we 
have aboue (aid 3 Namely, that God hath 
let in his Church, meanes for all ſorts 
of people to come to this degree of cere 
tainty ; for cuery one, according to bis 
uw Iltis of it ſelfe manifeſt to all 
uch as have ſo reyerent a corceit of 
God, as to thinke he doth not his works 
by halfes „ nor leaveth mankinde 
(for whom he made the world) deſtitute 
in the chicfe point,and in that for which 
(as for his ſole end) he created man 
himſelfe ; to witte, for bringing him to 
bliſſe and eternall happineſle. For, fince 
mans nature is made , inthe moſt ex. 
cellent patt of it, to require evidence: 
and that it is ſo laudable , in matters of 
Geometry, Aſtronomy, Phylicks, Me- 
taphyſicks , and whatſoever is of gieat 
importance, not to be ſarisfyced without 
evidence and certainty , and to ayme at 
it with all out ſtrength ; and that truely 
our underſtanding were abuſed , if ir 


ſhould be forced ro accept of what it 
> B 6 doth 
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doth not cleately ſee, aud is not certain 
ly aſſured of ( irs nature, being made 
to ſee, and its eſſence being a power of 
ſeeing) How can any rationall diſcour- 
ſer oke that God hath failed us in 
this ſo materiall and principall concer- 
nement ? Certainly, no man of judge- 
ment, can ſuſpe& it, 
But, to ſatisfy even hard belieyers , 
lett vs looke into particulars : And 
reſently wee finde that men , in re- 
f of knowledge , are of two 
forts; ſome , who by themſelves are 
able of vnderſtandiog truths, others 
who live upon traſt of the former 
kind of knowing men. Of this latrer 
ſort, are all they whom we call ſchol- 
lers: whoartthe firſt , do truſt their 
maſters , till themſelves grow up to 
the ripeneſſe and ability of knowin 
and of reaching others, And — 
more , all thoſe who arrive not ſo for- 
ward as to be ſchollers; which, in ſome 
reſpect or other, are the greateſt part of 
mankinde, The Phy ſitian, truſteth the 
Pilot when he is at fea , the Souldier , 
when he is in an army, the baker for his 


bread, 


o 
+” * . 
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bread, and the brewer for his drinke; 
the Gentleman, truſteth his huſband- 
man for his corne, the Phyſitian for his 
health , the Lawyer for his ſuires, and 
every maſter in his kinde, Now, in mat- 
ter of Religion, God bath given vs an 
adyantage , which is not in any of the 
trades or ſciences neceſſary to our tem- 
orall life. For. be hath provided us, not 
— one man, or ſome meeting of a do- 
zen or twenty (which is a great cõſult, 
in other affaires) but he hath given vs a 
whole world of men to conſult withal, 
and that at one meeting. Conlider how 
vaſt the Church is, which holdeth com- 
munion with the See of Rome. All thar, 
at once, is your warrant. You can not 
imagine they will tell you alyefor they 
ſpeake to you, not in wordes , but in 
their lives ; and therefore they maſt be 
coſenedthẽſelses, or elſe theycan not 
colE you he te, you have a fidelity pled- 
ged vato you, beyond the certainty that 
Euclide ot Archimedes could afforded 
you. For, it is more imooſſible, that ſo 
great a part of mankind should live in 
ac6tinuall hypoctiſie and — 
n 
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then that the ſureſt conſequences Geo- 
metry can make ſhould be falſe, If you 
ſeeke skill; that Church is full of lear - 
ned men in all kindes of Sciences that 
any other can pretend vnto. Search but 
the Book · ſellets ſhoppes, and you ſhall 
find a hundred Catholike Authors, for 
one of any other Communion ; thou- 
ſands,continually ſtudying in Colleges 
and Religious boules , whole perpetu- 
all ſearch may juſtly challenge the pro- 
bability of knowing truth. If you looke 
after outward piety , and the meanes 
of preſeruing and encreafing of leat- 
ning, you shall finde it there in a higher 
degree then in all the communities of 
other ſects So that if one may rely vpon 
ourward ſigus, there is no compariſon 
betweene any other company of men, 
and that Church. And conſequently, 
it is beyond all doubt or queſtion, vnto 
what — a diſcreere perſon who 
can not, or will not rake the paines ro 
looke himſelfe into particular pointes , 
ought to adbere yader paine of forfei- 
—— judgement, If he be neuer ſo 
little conuerſant in the learning of the 

To world 
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* world, be muſt needes be a mad - man if 
| inthe way of moderne authority be fol- 


loweth any other, or ſo much as mi- 


doubteth there can be any other com- 
patable to this. 


As for the other fort of men, who of 
themſelves are able and curious to look 
into the veins in which the roores of 


| Religion do runne ; Lett them but re- 


fle& on the change that hath been made 
in the world ſince Chriſtian Religion 
began to Aouriſh,that is, ſioce Conſtan- 
tines time, and fince the firſt 300, yea- 
res after Chriſt , and they may demon - 
ſtratiuely conclude, that ſeeing the long 
{pace of . ot 5 thouſid yeares of natu- 
re, was not able to produce thoſe great 
and noble effects, which wee evidently 
ſee have ſprung up ſo aboundantly in ſo 
farre ſhorter a time the finger of God 
malt neceſſarily be in this time; and 
that Proteſtants ; by rejeQing it as Pa- 
piſticall , do confeſle plainely that all 
the great effects of Chriſtian Religion, 
are proper to thoſe whom they terme 
Papiſts, And ſeeing that the Ages ſince 
the ficſt three after Chriſt , are the 
1 ; ; whole 
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whole flouriſhing time of the Chriſtian 
Church, this their diſclayming them, 
will appeare unto any underſtanding 
man, to be the yery renouncing of 
Chriſtianity it ſelſe. 

Nov, if he who prerendeth to know- 
ledge , be able ro manage humane na= 
ture , and to fee how a freedome of 
heart from the pleafures and cares of 
this world , is that which bringeth all 
good ro man , both in temporall and 
in ſpirituall conſiderations : And that 
this freedome can not be introduced, 
without a ſettled aſſurance of the goods 
of the next world ; nor that perſuaſion, 
be wrought by any other meanes then 
by faith and by the coutſe which Chriſt 
tooke for it: He will, not onely for- 
beare admiring, that the world,though 
fraugbr with arts in the firſt 2000, 
yeares , !h»uld deferye the juſt revenge 
of the deluge-waters ; Bur will also 
diſcerne , that as in the latter 2000, 
yeares before Chriſt, it had advanced 
nothing att all; So , had ir endured 
ooo. yeares more without the light 
that Chriſt brought into it, it would 

never 
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ian I neverbaye growne better; The love 

of worldly goods , exalting arts and 

civility to a certaine pitch: and then 

of by its encreaſe into immoderation, 

reducing all backe to barbariſme ; Or 

ow. t leaſt , floating mankinde in a cer- 

taine compaſſe too and fro, and never 

of | permitting it to grow into apy beighth 
of of perfection. 


The 
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The fifth 


REFLEXION. 


How, Chriſtian Religion hath been 
propagated and conſerved. 


T He threade of our diſcourſe , hath 
by this time woven vs into the con- 
{ideration ofthe meanes where by one 
may come to the true Religion. In 
which, two inquiries occurre ynto vs: 
the one, concerning the beginning and 
firſt publication of Religion:the other, 
concerning the cireumitances that be- 
long unto it , now, in the preſent age 
wherein we live. As for the former, 
wee, hauing our Saviours command to 
expreſle that it ought to be done by 
preaching , and hauing the teſtimony 
of all Chriſtians euet ſince, that it was 
ſo performed,there remaineth no place 
to queſtion , how Chriſtian Religion 
came firſt into the hearts of mankinde. 
The Apoſtles, bad (by Gods ſpeciall 
gift & knowledge of all languages. 
By this , they — ſpeake to all nati- 

ons 2 
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tions : Ando , it is generally vnder- 
ſtood , they did, ps by word of 
mouth , they propagated through all 


the world,that faith which themlelues 
had learned from Jeſus Chriſt, But, 


chat they carried any bookes about 


with them ; or, that they did ſett the 
nations they preacbed ynto, on lear- 
ding thoſe languages in which the 
{cripture was written, there ia no men · 
tion at all: Nor is it either probable,or 
— that they did ſo „ it is well 

nowne , that many of the Nations 
A that time beats Chriſtian , 
Bad no WrIring or n many 
after. Aud 65 1 — that 
generall propagation of Chriſtian faith 
was by v reaching, aud by vo- 
call tradition, from father to ſonne, of 
the doctrine firſt planted among them 
hy the Apoſtles. , And indeed, fuppo- 
ſling Nations to be ynlearned, it is clea- 
re bo there can be noother ordina 


way of conueying this neceſſary diſci 
pline to poſterity. ; 
No doubt but the methode of the firſt 


inſtitution, is in a manner Ideall co the 
follows» 
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following continuation : which is but 
a kind — of the —— 4 
And ſo, we might juſtly conclude wit 

out any further paines, that the con- 
ſeruation of Religion ought to be like- 
wiſe effected by original delinery; tbat 
is to lay , 2 Tradition. But, the very 
thing it ſelfe , affordeth vs more 
light to ſee evidently the truth of our 
Conclufion, For, looking into the 
nature of that which is to be , we © 
ſhall ſee plainly that it is impoſſible 
ir ſhould be effected by any other 
way, What is ir ws meane by plan- 
ting Religion in a Country , bur 
that the People of it should the 
knowledge of the way how to goe to 
Heauen ? 

Lett us then examine what figni- 
fyeth this word People. There are 
two Notions of it, The firſt is, 
that it ſiguifyeth the men, the wo- 
men , and the Children of a common 
wealth or nation ; ſo compriſing all 
the individuals of bumane Nature , 
that live in that nation. Now of theſe 

it 
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it is the property of children to believe 
3 whatis told them, without doubting 


wheter it be true or ho, or ever judging 
ot the thing propoſed. As for women ; 
a great part of them, participateth of 
the ſame quality; And the molt of them 


are governed by their husbandes, eſtee. 
3 ming them (if they have any worth in 


taem) the beſt of men. The third 
member of this diviſion , falleth under 
the ſecond notion of the word People , 
and fingle , is the whole ſubject of it: 


for it ignifyerh a multicude of men, 
employed in (ceking and in attending 


to - their liveliboods and ſubliſtance, 
not looking after learning , or ap- 
plying themſelves to ſtudy ; for which 
the greateſt part of them wanteth 
either leifure , or capacity , or in- 
clination, Now , in which fence 
ſoever this word is taken , Ir appea- 
reth maniteſtly , that Tradition 
is the neceſſary and onely meanes 
to eſtablish faith in the people. 
For , the Maxime is well — 
that he who is not of an art, muſt 

1 (in 
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in what — to that) truſt thoſe ; 


whoſe particular skill and profeſfion 
thatart is, And thas ir is cuident , that 


the People taken according to the ex= | 
plication giuen, muſt cely ypon an Au- 


thority , for knowing what is the true 
Religion, and what is not. 

But when we once come to Authori- 
ty ʒ there is no pretence for any, but for 
that of the Catholike Church ſhee onely 
can ſpeake authoritatiuely , all others 
ſpeaking from theit owne heads; and 
ſhee onely , profeſling to ſpeake from 
the mouth of Chriſt and of his Apoſtles; 
ſhee onely , hauing had the ſenſe and 
meaning of the Apoſtles deliueted tohet; 
becauſe ſhee onely hath continued cuer 
ſince their times, all chereſt , having 
nothing bur dead words, and the killing 
letter deliueted to them , whiles for the 
ſenſe of thole wordes, they haue no fur- 
ther recourſes them to their one ima 
ginations and diſcourſes, 

In the next place, lett us conſider, 
what is the knowledge of heaven: And 
our firſt remarke will tell vs, that it is 


ſach a know ledge, as God himlclfe was 
forced 


| 
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7 torced to take mans fleſh upon him to 


teach it us; becauſe it was ſo high and 
tranſcendent beyond all that our eyes 


had ever {cene , or that out eates had 
ever heard , or that our imaginations 
bad ever conceiued or fancyed: that a 
}lefle authority then Gods eſſentiall ye- 


rity , was not enough to ſeule our be- 


liefe upon ſo ſublime and ſo admirable 
| myſterics, Now, this being ſo , can 


we imagin, that the diſcuſſion of ambi- 
ous words, in which ſuch incom- 


prehenlible myſteries are hidden, 


ihould be left to the fancy full change- 


ableneſſe of human apprebenfions ? 


Who ſeeth not, that mans voderſtan- 


ding muſt of neceſſity alwayes incline 


the ballance towardes thoſe thinges be 


* uſeth to be converſant with , that he is 


wont to lee, to heare, and to conceiue? 


Which is in effect directly contrary to 


the reaſon of ourSaviours coming. And 
accordivgly , we dayly meete with 


7 ſome that laugh at the doArine of the 


real preſence of Chriſtes Body in the 
ed Sacrament , ſome at the bleſſed 


Trinity; euery one, framing grounds 


” - 
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to himſelſe, according as his fancy dri- | 
veth him, or as the company he c6yer- | 
ſeth with, draweth him, Now, if the 
ſcanning of ambiguous wordes will M 
not ſerve to ſettle the beliefe of Chri- 
ſtian doctrine in the hearts of man- 
kinde. It is cleare, that nothing but 
Tradition can performe that worke, 
fince there remaineth nothing elſe 3 
that can pretend there to: And conſe- * 
— nothing but Tradition can be 
the meanes to plant and continue Re- 
ligion in the world. 

Laſtly , let us looke into the qua- 
lity of this docttine. And preſently it 
appeareth to us , that it ought to com- 
prebend all out actions ; and conſe- 
quently —_ to precede the very firſt * 
of them, while as yet there is no judge» *' 
ment in us : and when we are growne | 
to the ripeneſle of judging , it ought to 
Maſter our very judgement it ſelfe; 
fince the exerciſing of that, is alſo one 
of our ations, How then can it be ſup- 
poſed , that Religion ought to be ſtu- 
died and learned like a ſcience or skill, 
when as, it ought to be pollelled _ 

a 
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then when we _ to ſtudy ; and," 
that our very ſtu 
Slated by it? 


y onght to be regu- 


—_— 


The ſixth 
REFLEXION. 


That the Scripture, duely read; will 


bring 4 man tothe ruth of Religion, 


Nc — is agreed on by al parties, 


that the Scriptures were written by 


"the ſame ſpirit , which guided the 


Apoſtles in their preaching: There can 
be no doubt, but that the docttines con- 


taĩned in their witings , muſt needes be 


conformable to what they delivered ia 


heir (ſermons, and in other yocall ins 


ſtructions ; with this difference, that 


there could he no diſpute about their 


meaning in what they preached and 
catechiſed, by reaſon of their often in- 
culcating and plaine expreſſing it: 
Whereas nothing can be more cleate, 
then that in what they baye written, 

© t heir 
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their ſenſe is oftentimes obſcure and | 
very difficult to be diſcovered and pe- 
netrated into. And therefore , the Scri- 
ptures are to be interpreced- by the law + 
writtE in the heart of thatChurch,which 
hath alwaycs adhered to the docttine 
that from time to time they have te- 
ceived fromtheir predeceſſours: though 
withall, I have no ſctuple but that if the 
Scripture be read in ſuch fort as it ought 
to be, it will of it ſelfe, bring the man 
who ſo readeth it, to the true Reli=- 


The conditions that I require for the 
due reading of Scripture , are theſe; 
Firſt , that he have a ſircete intent:on 
and affection to ſubmitt his ow neminde | 
and judgement to the Scriptures,and not 
ſtraine them to his opinion. Secondly, 
that he have a ſound underſtanding, not 
apt to be carried away lightly. Thirdly, 
that he meddle with no commenter or 
interpreter that is more cunning then 
himſelfe ; not tely upon any thing for 
the minde and ſenſe of the Scriprure,but 
what — it ſelfe affordeth him. 
Forbly , that he readci long and at= 


den- 1 
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= tentively, And Laſtly , that what he 
2 underſtandeth by reading of the Scti= 
| © , hecndeayour to it in pra- 
| Riſe » and governe his life aceordis lys 
For, ptactiſe doth wonderfully enlighten 
any Booke which giveth rules in any 
kind of operation, Theſe thinges ob- 
ſerved , I doubt not but who taketh 


Scripture for his rule , will not faile of 


coming a Catholike, at the laſt, For, 
both the reaſon before delivered, in the 
beginning of the reflexion , and expe- 
rience , and the inſtances of do&rines/ 
' whereof part follow and more might 
be brought , do manifeſtly declare, 
that this effect muſt of neceſſity 
follow. 
To ſee what the Scriptures will di- 
rect us, in order to Catholike doQrines 
Let us begin with this very queſtion 
concerning the interpretation, of the 
FScriptures themſelves. It is planely ſet 
downe », that it ought not to be by the 
private ſpirit, Pet. a. c. 1. That Chiiſt 
ſett in his Church, A poſtles „Prophets, 
Eyaripeliſts;Paſtors , Doctots, for the 
of building his body ; that tlie Faithfull 
C 2 may 
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may not beturned round by every blaſt 
of doQrine; Epbeſ. 4. That the Church 


is the Pillar and ſtrength of our faith, * 
Theſe and many more texts be ſhall - 


find to ſnew him that the 232 
tion of Scripture , ought to depend 
on the Church. In other places be 


may reade, that the Scripture is uſefull * 
for our comfort, for preaching and for 


exbortipg, &c. But, not one word of 
looking in ir for our faith, unlefle when 
it ſelfe is taken into the queſtion ; T hat 
is to ſay, when the queſtion is, whether 
the new Goſpell be conformable to the 
old ; which is the {ole matter of con- 
troverſy; wherein the Scripture(thar is 


to ſay, our Saviour inthe 5. of S/. ohn, 


and St. Paulin the 1 7 of the eAtts) di- 
recteth the ſearching and —. into 
Scriptures. For, in both theſe places, 
this onely was the point they ſpoke 
unto. 

If the queſtion be of the Popes ſupte- 
macy 3 (chat is to ſay , of S. Peters 
Primacy amofig the eApoſiles : For, 
onely ſo much, can belong roScripture) 
Wee have it expreſlely in the 10. of 


St, 6 


m—_ T7 ——_— me Fr 


had — „ e 
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St. Mathew, Simon, the firſt: And ſo be 


is counted by the other two Evange= 
liſts ; Wheteas, the order of the other 
Apoſtles is not kept. Wee have tri- 
bare payed for Chriſt and for him as 
a ſpeciall officer, N auh,17, We have 
him forwardeſt in the coafeſſion of 
Chriſt, A4. t. 16. The Church promiſed 
to be built upon him, and the keyes iu 
a {peciall manner to be delivered to 
him: So that, it is not to be wondered 
att, ifpreſeatly after, the tribute was 
particularly payed for him, We have 
the ſheepe of Chriſt , in a ſpeciall wiſe 
recommended unto him; John the 2 
We have Chriſts prayer perſonally for 
bim , and a charge given him to con- 
firme thereſt, Luc, 22. We have him 
ordering the Church in the eleQion 
of St, e Matthias, «Ati the firſt ; Him 
hr(t preaching to tbe —— the 2. 
Him firſt receiving the Geotiles , by 
Gods ({peciall order, All, the 10. 
Act, the 12. the Church praying for 
him. Hee firft giveth the Holy Gheſt, 
Acts the 8. Att; the 16, he in the 
Councell is the firſt that teſolveth 

C the 
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the queſtion, So that, if the Scripture \ 
be ſincerely conſulted in this point, there 
is all appareance, or rather evidence, of 
St. Peters Primacy, both in word and 
in deed. 

If the queſtion be, of the Churches 
infallibility or indeficiency ; The Scri- | 
pture will tell us, that Chriſt promiſed 
fo be with his Preachers for ever, Mar. 
28. That the gates of hell ſhould not b 

reyaile againſt bis Cbarch, Matth.16. > 

hat the Holy Ghoft ſhould ſtay with | 
his Diſeiples for ever » febn tbe 14. 
Thar there ſhould be of the Hle& u the | 
end of the world, Mauh.24. Marks 13, © 
Luke 17. That perſecution ſhould not 
end in the Church, uncill the comino of 
u. Mie. N. ier afrer the 
beginning of the Reſurtection, ſome 
ſhall yer cemaine, 2 

If the queſtion be of the reall pre · 
ſence ; that is to ſay, that out ſaviours 
body is truly in the bleſſed Sacrament; © 
We ſhall reade, this is my body, A{arth. 

26, Marks 14, This is my body which 
Is given for you, Late 22. This is my ' 
y which ſhall be delivered for you, 


1 Cor. 


— 
. — 


we wn, (3 © 
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1. Cor. 1 L. And inthe former Chapter he 
preſſeth it ; 1s not the chalice we bleſſe, 
the participation of the blood of Chriſt? 
And the bread we bucake , is it not the 
participation of our lordes body? What 
can a ſincere heart that believeth the 
pam , reply to this? 

If the queſtion be, of Remiſſion of 
ſinnes in the Church; Do we not reade, 
the power of binding and of lofing, 
given to men, Matth.18? Of forgiving 


aud of retainin ohn the 20? We reade, 


that the Apoſtles received the miniftery 
of Reconciliation , the word of Recon 
Ciliation, 2. Cor. 5, Famer 5, C 
your ſinnes , one to the other, Alſo 
eMath,g, The people glorifyed God, 
for having given unto men , the power 
of remitring ſinnes. 
If Confirmation ( that is to fay , the 
piving of the Holy Ghoſt ) be in que» 
ion: Wereade S.. ahn Baprift teſti- 
fy ing, that he who ſent him to baptie in 
water told him that Chriſt baptized in 
the Holy Ghoſt, Marte 2. and fobn x, 
But in Joby 3. That he who is not 


new-borne of water and the Hol 
C 4 Gho 
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Ghoſt, cannot enter into the kiogdome 


of heaven. And, that this was meaned of 


that deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt which is 


after Baptiſme, is our Saviours own de- 
claration , who in the 1. of the Act. 
_ You ſhall be baptiſed in the my 
ſt after not many days: Whereot, 4 
e whole ſtory is told att length in the 
2-(hapter 3 And in the 8. the Apoſtles 
were ſent to Samaria, to impart there 
this giving of the Holy Ghoſt, In tbe 
11. St, Peter remembred in the 
ſaying of our ſaviour in the ſame ſenſe, 
And in the 15, St. Paul uſeth the | 
ſame Ceremony to 12. Perſons al- 
.ter they were baptiſed , with the 
_ reflection on Saint Joby Ba= | 
tiſt. 
N As for theSacrament of Order there 
are two parts in it ; the Miffion ; and 
the outward Ceremony : Both which, 
are largely expreſſed in the Conſe- 
cration of Aaron, and of bis ſonnes. 
Levitice. 8. The deſignation and. 
Miſſion, Matth.10. Marke 3. Luke 6. 
and againe 22, when he gave them 
command to conſecrate the bleſſed 
Sacra- 
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© Sacrament for the faithfull. Lak: 10. 
> he deligned the 72, Diſciples. Hebr. 
is 5. The Law is eſtabliſhed in generall; 
As alſo Rom. 10. How ſhall they 
2, Þ} preach , unleſſe they be ſent? As for 
the outward Ceremony, though we 
can not doubt but it was performed by 
our ſaviour, when he ſent his Apoſtles 
and Diſciples ; Let we have ex- 
preſſed allo in the 20, of St. John, 
where we are told of inſufflation, 
with theſe wordes receive the Holy 
Ghboft, In the 13, of the At, 
we are told of falting and of imoo- 
7 fition of hands; and in is it ſpecifyed, 
that they who were ſo ſenr, were lent 
by the Holy Ghoſt, And in the 1. to 
Tim. 4. We have the impoſition of 
the handes of the Presbytery by Pro- 
phecy. 
7 For Matrimonies being aSacrament: 
We teade every where , that the con- 
junction of Man and Wife is from 
| God Gen, 2. He — her to 
Adam 1. Cor. 1 1. Neither Man without 
woman, nor woman without man, in 
| our Lord, Matth. 19. And Marks 10. 
' . What 


* 


_— 
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What God hath coonjoyned ; let not 
man ſeparate, Nature, giveth to all 
cultinated Nations , to do this with an 
outward ceremony ; and therefore; 
furely, amon chole who hold ita ſpe- 
ciall action of God, it is moſt fit to be 
performed by the miniſter of God. 
Now , that ſanctification is due to it; 
We reade x, Cor. 7. The unbelieving 
man, is ſanctifyed by the faithfull wo- 
man; and the unbelieving woman, by 
the faithfull man (to wit, in their com» 
mon operation ) otherwiſe your chil - 
dren would be uncleane ; whereas now 
they are boly, 

Of extreme Un&ion, there is not ſo 
frequent mention ; But,moſt manifeſt, 
and undenyably obvious. We are told 
in the 6, of S. Marie, that the Apoſtles 
annointed the ſicke wich oyle , and 
cared them, 7a. 5. Is any man ficke 
among you; Lett him bring in the 
Prieſts of the Church ; and lett them 
pray over him, annoiating him with 
oyle in the name of our lord: And the 
prayer of faith ſhall fave the ſicke man? 
and our lord will eaſe him; and if be be 


10 


* 
* 
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' infione , his ſinnes ſhall be forgiven 


| 


dim. 


doubt not, but what I have al- 
ready alledged out of Scripture , do 
light into an even foule , not byaſſed 
by intereſt or prejudice to the conti 
arty ; It will be ſufficient to ſat 
kim Fatly that the out fide and letter of 


| Scripture , is clearely on the fide of 


antiquity and of the Catholike Chbareh. 
Yet I can not leave this lubject, till I 
have mentioned one point more, be- 
cauſe it is ſo much yaunted by our Ad- 
—— with very litle reaſon. 
The Catholike Church adminiſtreth 
the holy Euchariſt , ſometimes in one 
kinde,ſome times in both; Proteſtants, 
alwayes in both kindes. The queſtion 
ariſeth, which of thefe practices is fa- 


voured by 2 It is evident that 


the Scripture 
> receiving both the bread and rhe 


' 


} 
f 


pesketh ſometimes of 


cuppe: But much oftener,of one alone. 

70.6, This is a bread coming dowhe 

from heaven; that whofoever eateth 

of it, may not dye, lam the bread of 

life, which deſcended from _— 
C 6 
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If any one eate of this bread , be ſhall 
live forever. He that eateth this bread, 
ſhall live for ever. Luke the laſt , he 
tooke bread, and bleſſed, and brake it, 
and gave it to them and their eyes 
were opened. and they knew him; and 
he vaniſhed out of their ſight. A a. 
And oy were perſevering in the do- 
c&trine of the Apoſiles, and the commu- 
nion of breaking of bread, and prayer. 
Acts 20. When they were aſlembled to 
breake bread, So that, if we diſtinguiſh 
betweene the time of giving the com- 
munion , and thetime of 4 Prieſtes 
conſecration ( in which the Catbolike 
Church,obleryeth inviolably the doing 
it in both kindes) we ſhall finde more 
laces in Scripture for communicatiog 
a one kinde, then for doing it in both. 
But what ſhall we ay to this ſpeech of 
St, Paul 1. Cor. 1 1. Therefore, whoſoever 
ſhall eate — : & drink this 
cu unworthily ; heſhall be guilt 
of fe body , and bloud of — fa 
viour d what meaneth this Or , but 
that ſome , even then, tooke the 
one without the ober? Elſe , there — 
21 en 
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been no place for that disjunctive Syl- 

lable, 
| ealily believe,that many a pert bat- 
chellour will be ready to tell us, that he 
can find wayes to ſalve all theſe places 
of Scripture , and many more if they 
were urged. But that c6cerneth not me. 
I enquire onely,what the outward face 
of Scriprure is; and to what belief it wil 
leade an honeſt heart, leftto its owne 
ſtreagth.For ifrhoſe queinte diſputants 
do encounter with a perſon that is not 
enured to the Sophiſtry; they will turn 
blacke into white, make two egges 
three (as the tale goeth of the imperti- 
nent forward ſcholler) and bring to 
paſſe whatſoever they undertake. 
Therefore it was neceſſary to impoſe 
among the conditions of reading the 
Bible, this for a principall one: That 
they,who byScriprure,ayme at coming 
to the truth, ſhould admitt of no Inter- 
reter, And this,becauſe of the danger 
in lighting upon a falſe one, inſtead of a 
true one, before one, hath groundes to 
diſcerne which is a falſe one and which 
a true one. For the caſe is very — 
Co 
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berweene a Catholike Interpreter , 
and any other The Catholike,knoweth 
the doRtcine of Chriſt ( that is to fay, 


the ſenſe of the Scripmre ) indepen= | 
dently from the words of theScripture. | 


And therefore, in ſubſtantiall points 
which concerne Chriſts do&rine he 


cannot teach or interpret amiſſe. 


without ſwerving from his owne faith. 
But it is evident that every other, who 


hath no rule for his beliefe, beſides the 


bare letter avd words of Scripture , is 
ſabje& to errour, through every paſ- 
fion and prejudice , which hidden! 
ſwayeth his beart awry and corrupter 
his judgement , by pride or other affe. 
ction: So that be may be rightly com- 
ared to a rotten cane ; that being 
eaned upon, will breake , and with its 
{plinters, wound and gore him that ex- 


pected ſupport from it. 


The 
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The ſeventh 


REFLEXION. 


1 Tharythe reading of the Fathers will 


bring 4 man 10 the truth of Religion: 
And , that narurall reaſon , will 
greatly advance a man thereunto. 


12 leemeth ſtrange to mee, that any 
man who acknowledgerh Scripture, 
ſhould reject the Fathers: ſince he can 
not renounce themꝭ without profeſſiog 
att the ſame time by ſo doing, that he 
believeth himlelfe to be able (with his 
little witte, and generally leſſe ſtudy 
and learning) to penetrate deeper into 
the intelligence of Scripture , then ſo 
many ages eminent for induſtry, ſciẽce. 
and holy neſſe, could reach unto. And 
all this, upon no other pretence, but 
becauſe they were men ; and conſe- 
ently , liable to erring: As if him- 
Ife were not a man ; but — 

elſe, ſo farre beyond compariſon wit 
all other men. that we onghr rather to 
confide in his ability and honeſty, then 
in 


| 
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in all mankinde that went before him, 
Which is ſo unworthy and fo intole- 


rable a pride, that I admire how any 


auditory can endureit, 


Bur to come more cloſely to the point. 


I ſay, that ſeeing the Holy Fathers, did, 
both receive th 

Apoſtles neerer hand theu wee do; and 
did hold the truth of Scripture as 
ſtrongly as we do ; and did ſpend 
much time in the carneſt ſtudy of ir, 
and proceeded therein with as fin- 
cere hearts as wee can: It may in no 


wiſe be doubted , but that they had 


the meanes and the wills of having 
the true faith; and conſequently, that 
they had it. 

Therefore, what was theĩt univerſall 
Tenet in Matters of faith, can not bee 
falſe nor ought to be rejected; Or, 
with any colour of realon , be que- 
ſtioned by us .as diſagreeing with 
Scripture, Beſides ; their writin 
being large and numerous , (in which, 
upon ſeverall occaſions and in diffe- 
ring circumſtances, they repeate — 

in 
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inculcate the ſame thinges by different 
wordes and expreffions) it muſt needes 
thence follow , that their ſenſe and 
meaning , in moft things of pon 


trance, can not chooſe but be 
Ciently explicated. So as who ever 


ſhall reade them with candour , inge- 
nuity , and judgement, can nor poſſibly 
doubt of ir. 
And accordingly , experience hath 
wedus , that the judicious Prote= 
ſtants who gave themſelves to the tea- 


ding of the Fathers, were in judgement 


neere unto Catholikes, in moſt of their 
opinions : And that which detained 
them from being abſolutely Catho- 


likes, was ( beſides the chaines of in- 


tereſt ) nothing but a ſecrer pride of not 
ſubmitting themſelyes ro the Tradition 
of the Church , in ſome particular 
points in which Tradition was not 
ſocleare to them. Though withall I 


deny not, but that a wrong apprehen- 


hon of fore Catholike Tenets pre- 
ſumed upon the explication of ſome 


particular Doctors) might unhappily 
Son- 
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contribute to this their obſtinacy. No 
doubt then, but if any indifferent per. 
fon , not preimbibed with any wrong 
maxime,ſhall beſtow competent paines 
in reading the Fathers, be will inf.. 
libly become Catholike. Eſpecially, 
if hee take this rule along with him; 
to compare the practiſe of Proteſtants, 
wich the prafiile of the Fathers and of 
the former Church. By which be will 
ſee , that this which they call Refor- 
mation, bath cut away under pretence 
of abuſes, not the abuſes, but the very 
thinges themſelves in which the abuſes 
wereilike unskillfull Chicurgians, that 
cut of a leg , to cure 8 ſmall ſoxe in 
32 * - + * - 

or ike Mabomet, who took 2. 
all uſe of wine, to curedrunkennefle, 
And in the meane while, e yo 
att ueſtions , in which the 
bes hs that the Church hat 
erred, 

As for naturall reaſon; No man will 
expect that it ſhould be an entire | 
meanes of attaining to the knowledge 
of the ſupernaturall truths whicu are 
contained in Chriſtian Religion; But 
onely, 


, Bſccke this; 
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onely, that it may be a helpe thereuntoʒ 
by ſhewing, that they are ſo farre from 
contradicting reaſon, as i deed nothing 
can he more conformable to true reaſon, 
then the whole economy of them is, 
And I dare promiſe whoſoever ſhall 
So „if he come anto it, 

armed with true and ſound Philoſophy, 
he may arrive to a full contentment of 
his undei ſtanding and heart, in all that 
concerneth ſo noble an enquiry... Nows | 


be ſince Cathobke Religion hath been ſo 


intelligibly diyulged in the world. 
St. eAngaſlin maketh mention, that be 


found the MySary of the Trinity » in 


— New » Won 


e me now tnis came to paite ; 1 
anſw ere, that God provided in Alexan - 
dtia (a City much addicted to learning) 
one eAmmonixs: Hermias, a great Philo- 
ſopher and a Chriſtian. Hee, to make 
Chriſtian Religion more acceptable, 
ſought to joyne it with Platonicke Phi- 
loſophy : Which was no hard matter 
to do; Plato having bing been ( as Nu- 
menias ſayth of him ) Moſes ſpeaking 
Greeks ; that is toſay, one who having 

lighted 
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lighted upon the Hebrew learning, bad 
ſucked much our of it. Now, this Am- 
wonius 3 finding in Plato the Ideas of 
Being and of Unity , and of Life, and 
ſuch other ayery notions , caſy to be . 
wrought upon to what hee deſigned; 
endeavoured by theſe , to inſtill into 
his Schollers the Myſtery of the Tri- 
nity, Which hedid wich ſuch happy 
ſueceſſe, that of the three prime wittes 
of his Se hoole, the one ( Origen) be- 
came ſo great and eminent a DoRor of 

the Church , as antiquity hath acknow= 


_— him. 

he other two - , \ Amelins and Pls- 
rinnt, prooved two Conductouts of 
the Platonicke Schoole 5 and brought 
into it the imitation of the Trinity 
which is found in ub . and 
in the writings of their followers : So 
amiable is truth, that the yery likene(l: 
of it enamoureth the underſtanding: 
How much more , would the ſub- 
ſtance do ſo , were it rightly purſued 
and truly diſcovered > Which without 
queſtion „ it may be, even in this 
very particular ; the tetmes, in which 
this 
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his ſublime Myſtery is delivered, being 
Wo naturall; and the thing it ſelfe, 
bring the connaturall ſubſtance of Al- 
mighty God, that dependeth not upon 
chance or free diſpoſition;; and 
he intention of tevelation, being (ge- 
netally ) to bring us to the knowledge 
of the thing that is revealed. 
And therefore (you will ſay) the 
wonder is not ſo great, that ſince Chri- 
ian Religion was kuowne and voyced 
about in the world , theſe Myſteries 
ſhould be treated of by Philoſophers in 
their Schoples and writings : Bur jf 
in any of them, before the coming of 
Chriſt , there ſhoud have ſprung , out 
of pure nature, the leaſt intimation of 
any of theſe ſupernaturall Myſtc1ies; 
That, would be a ſtrong confirmation of 
{ what we have bere (aid. 

Cerrainely , it this may be expected 
from auy , it muſt be from Ariſto- 
tele; He being of the onely perſon 
amongſt the Heathens that hath 
written with ſolidity. Of him then 
sit is reported „ that as he lay upon his 

"I death=bed,confidering the miſer ies that 

poore 
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poore man · kinde falleth dayly into 
through Errors, and that it is not in the 
power of Nature to deliver Man from 
them, hee pronunced this great ſentence, 
That Homer had much teaſon to make 
the Gods take human ſhapes upon them, 
to draw by that meanes poore Men out 
of Errours, Bebold the Incarnation of IF. 
the ſonne of God *as ſolively grounded, | 
as any Chriſtian can ſpeake of it; And 
this , by the meete ſtrength of reaſon, ' 
And is it poſſible 5 that now , after ſo 2 
glorious publication of the Chriſtian 
faith through the whole carth , there 
ſhould be found any Chriftians fo un- 
reaſonable, as to thinke it unreaſonable 
that God ſhould become man, to ſave 
us from our ſinnes; which are the true 
roote of all our miſcries? , | 
The like is of the holy Euchariſt. Did 
but men underſtand ſo much of Meta- 
phyſickes, as to know the Nature of their 
ownegrowth or augmentation , they 
wotld find no difficulty, in that, now b 
many fo disbelievet* and decke, 
thouglt in it ſelfe ſo heaven y and ticedes” 
full a xy ſtety. But, igttorunce and —4 
ma 
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h that to be held for abſurd, 
which in truth is moſt conformable to 
Nature, 
I will adde but one word more upon 
his oecaſion, for their ſakes who are 
ſtected with reaſon , and are beſt ſa- 


Fisfyed with diſcourſes built upon that 


onndarion. This Principle being ſup- 
poled , that all thinges are governed 


Ho the Reſt manner that may be, 


n conformity to the generall rules of 


Mature ( which Divines uſe to expreſſe 
in theſe wordes, that God, ever doth 


that which is beſt) then preſently; All 
the Myſteries of Chriſtian Religion, 
Namely,the creation of Man; the fall, 
the cxconomy , or conduct of the 
world untill the coming of Chriſt;fince 


I cbriſt; the end of the world ; the laſt 
Judgement; the Reſurtection ; the 


ſeverall States of loules before it, and 
of men aftet it. Beatitude; Damnation: 
And whatloever elſe is in Catholike 
beliefe, as, the Doctrine concerning 
the Church, Church- gouvernement, 
the Sacraments ; and whatfoeyer elfe 
belongeth of neceſfity to creduley 
an 
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and obedience, All theſe (I ſay) will 
appeare ſo mainely evident and rea- 
ſonable , that no man of a juſt capa- 


city and unpaſſionate mind , can take 


any exception againſt it. Whoſoever 
will employ his time and endeayours 


in this ſearch ; andſhall begin it with 


a right underſtanding of Nature; will 
Rad , with unſpeakable comfort and 
ſatisfaction to himſelfe , that what ! 
have here ſaid, is true, I confeſſe, ſome 
paines are required to know theſe 


thinges 3 as allo there are ſome neceſ- 


{ary to comprehend the demonſtra- 
tions of Archimedes and the (ronickes 
of Apollonius Pergens; about which we 
ſee ſo many ſtraine their wittes to un- 
derſtand them, for the delight that is 


in them, when they are once maſtered; |} 
And yet , the importance ad conſe= | 


uence of them , is not comparable to 


the knowledge of theſe truths ; which 


looked after with a like attention, io a 


due progreſſe, will become as evident 


as they. But wee muſt not expect to 
attaine to the depth of all theſe pointes, 
by onely diſcourſing of them in fami- 

2 Liar 
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liar converſation , for our divertiſe« 
ment and recreation ; or by reading 
ſome treatiſe of them, in ſuch ſort as 


one would do a Romance, only for en- 


tertainement or paſle-time and delight. 
They who are skilled in Geometry or 
Algebra, do well know they never 
purchaſed thoſe ſciences ſo cheape, 


Seeing then that this is of ſo much 


higher a ſtraine in it (elfe , and of fo 
farre greater a concernment towardes 
the goyernement of their lifes : Lett 
them, if they can not be ſatisfyed with 
ſimply believing theſe truths , uſe in- 
dultry to finde Maſters able to inſtre& 
them , and employ a competency of 
labour in putſuite of them. 


74 Controverſy-Logicke. 


The eighth 
REFLEXION. 
Of conference and Diſ|utation, 


im common, 


A Frer the way of reading there offe- 


reth it ſelfe to our confideration, 


that of perſonall diſconrting or Dialo- 
giſing. This may be performed, in two 


Manners, I he one; when hee who is 


to learne , contributeth on his fide; | 


bearing himſelfe with a defire to come 
to truth; and helping it on, by acknow- 
ledging candidly, what ſeemeth to him 
true out of his former perſuaſion; and 
propoſing , wherein hee findeth diſſi- 
culty; and asking no more, then to have 
that opened — which ſome pre- 


occupation hath obſtruted. I his Manner 


of treating is called Conference. And 
no doubt but it is a farte ſhorter and 
more efficacious way to come to know- 
ledge, then reading. Provided , the 
tcacher be an able Man and Maſtcr of 

his 
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his profeſſion. For, a writer can ſpeake 
but in common; whereas ſuch a teacher, 
oweth by the anſwers of his op- 
poler , wherein particularly lyeth the 
difficulty he is to to remove; and accor- 
dingly , ſpareth and contrateth many 
iſcourſes wihch the writer is forced to 
deliver att ayme and att hazard, Beſides; 
he very orall delivery , is farre more 
ntelligible,and giveth a ſingular energy 
Jo hat is ſo taught. 
Ihe other Manner of Dialogiſing, is, 
hen the Auditour ſtandeth upon his 
guard, and yicldeth nothing upon force 
nowledge; but will bee co..vinced,and 
ee evidence, for every thing he is to 
low: And this, is ptopeiley called Di- 
putation, Ihe parties in this , are 
learely two; a d no third to moderate 
be Dilputation : though oftentimes 
ne be necellary to moderate the Diſpu- 
nts, Whootherwiſe , through con- 


ntion and earneſtnefle, may bee apt to 
d eglect the rules of Diſputat ö. whereof 
ie firſt or chiefe is, that the one,meddle 
Y pt with the others office , as long as he 
, 


The 


oldetli to the rules of Diſputation. 
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The parties being two; a diſputãt, and 


a reſpondent, The tirſt thing the diſpu- 
tant is to doe, is to ſtate the queſtion;or 
rather, to require of the reſpondent to 
do it, it it bee neceſſary: That is , if he 


ſuſpecteth the termes of the Theſis to 
be equiyocall. Then, is he to oblige the 


reſpondent to explicate his meaning in 
the poſition : For, that belongeth to 
the reſpondent; who can not beforced, 
to hold by the wordes of his Theſis, 
any more then himſelfe meaneth by 


them, He may allo oblige him to yield 


the reaſon of his Tenet , if it be ſach a 


one, that the 3 is the more com- 


mon, or of Authots that he is bouud not 
to forſake without great teaſon. For, 
as in truth it is an impudence to main» 
taine any thing without a reaſon ; So, 
the reaſon falt 

putt from his poſition ; though perad- 
venture, the polition it ſelfe be not con- 
futed. Neither ought there to be te- 
quired more reaſons then one, for one 
trutu. Not, but that many arguments 
may be framed to prove the ſame con- 
cluſionibut becaule, among them, one 
at 


ing, the maintainer is 
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at the lcaſt, ought to be irrefragable, and 
vrhich ci not be cõvinced of defect For, 
if none be ſuch , the reſpondent ought, 
not to maintaine his aſſertion for trues 
fince he himſelfe muſt ſneedes thinke 
that peradyenture it is falſe, not having 
evidence or knowledge that it can not 
be othetwiſe then as he affirmeth ir, 
The ſecond duty of the diſputant,(in 
a ſerious diſputation ihtended for the 
finding our of truth) is, to propoſe no 
argument but ſuch as in bis opinion is 
convincing. We can not oblige a man to 
koow ſo much: For, all of us are fallible 
in particulars ; and even Geometricians 
themſelves , do ſometimes miſtake a 
truth for demonſtrated, when really ir is 
not ſo, But that which we may exact of 
our diſputant, is, that he eſteem his ar- 
7 gument convictive, and propound it for 
* fach id he is to make account that him- 
ſelfe is overcome, if fait law being givẽ 
him) he do not overcome. For, his part 
being to prove;if he do not that, faileth 
of his end; which is, to loſe the day: and 
if before he begin, he doth not expect 
to do this, he cometh not to diſpute, but 
D 3 to mock 
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mock the Auditory , and to pet ſuade 
them or to make a ſhew of that which 
In reality he knoweth he can not per- 
forme. 

His third duty is to proceede in 
forme. Now, by true and rigorous 
forme, is meaned Sy llogiſticall forme. 
So that, in rigour , every attempt of his 
ſhould be a Syllogiſme, But among ex. 
pertand _— Logitians, This is 
not exacted, unleſſe ir bee upon a pinch, ? 


where there is a controyerly upon the 
conſequence ; Forthen, the rigour of 
forme concludeth the queſtion. Other- 


wile, to goe (as they call it) by Em 
memes (that is, by puttiog one onely 
Antecedent , wheace the denyed pro- 
poſition is averred to follow) is the 
ſhorter and theclearer way, For, it 
taketh away both lenghth and confu- 
lion from the reſpondent, 
And becaufe , ifthe Antecedent be 
falſe, it is but one; and fo the deniall 
or diſtinction of it putteth the arguer 
in his ready way; and if the conſequẽce 
be naught, that is to be proued, the Di» 
ſputation goetb the more {moothly on, 
His 
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His fourth duty is, to prove what is 
: immediatly denyed bim, and to bring 
that in his conſequent ; whether it be 
a propoſition, or a ſequele he oughtto 
make good, 

Theſe are the neceflary and maine 
duties of the diſputant. For, although 
anciently he was allowed to make 
what demandes he pleaſed of thinges 
— to his proofe, before the re- 
pondent could diſcern what be aymed 
at by his queſtions : Yet our latter 
Schoole- practiſe hath cutt of this li- 
berty, as — very ſubject to circum- 
vent the reſpondent ; and rather ca- 
ptious, then a ſolide meanes to arrive 
att truth, 

A for the Anſwerer ; His firſt duty 
is, to remember his name ; that is to 
lay, that he ſitteth there to av{were; 
and therefore, ought to ſpeake no 
more then be is asked. His ſolemne 
wordes, are knowne to be , I gram, 
I deny , 1 diſtingaith. As for 2 
is att his danger. As for deny ing; he 
ought not to deny any propoſition, 
that of it ſelfe is knowne to be true. 

D 4 As 
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As for diſtinguiſhing; he muſt ſhew that 


the Arguers wordes do bear more ſenſes 
then one: or elle he giveth no diſtinRion. 
Hee muſt alſo ſhew, that the parts of his 
diſtinRion, are to the pur — of the ar- 
— othetwiſe, his dictinction is 

rivolous. This he muſt do, when the 
Actour requireth it. Otlietw ĩſe, he nuiſt 
onely give his diſtiaction, and grant the 
one part, aud deny the other ; to the end, 
the arguet may chooſe, whether he will 
accept of that which is granted, or prove 
that which is denyed. If he grant a pro- 
poſition formerly denycd; or if he deny 
a * formerly granted;he hath 
loſt the day. Whether he may diſtinguiſh 
a propoſition,that he hath before ſimply 
granted or denyed,is a queſtion touching 
the honour of the defendant. But without 
doubt, in rigour it is law full to be done: 
For, no propoſition can be ſuppoſed to 
be granted ot denyed in all ſenſes poſſi- 
ble; And therefore, upon further occa- 
ſion, ĩt may be declared in what ſenſe it 
was formerly allowed or denyed. 


The 
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The ninth 


REFLEXION. 


Of the Application of the ſame 
to Religion, 


BY to apply theſe obſervations to 
our preſent ſubject, we mult caſt our 
eyes upon the ayme and ſcope of our 
diſputation. Other diſputations, that are 
not of Religion, wee (ce are ſometimes 
done for the exerciſe of yong Schollers, 
to inure them to a ſubtile and rigorous 
Manner of diſcourfing , and to make 
them perfect in the conſequences to 
their Tenets;which is a laudable conrſe, 
according to the worth of the ſciences 
they arc about. Other whiles,men meete 
to diſpute, cither for recreation ſake, or 
for — of their wittes, The lat. 
ter is pardonable in youg men; and the 
formcr , is a commendable Manner of 
paſſing their time, for thoſe who have 
no better meancs of ſpending it. 
. _w_—_ "Pp D 5 Pur 
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But when all this is applyed to Re- 
ligion , it taketh an other hew. For, 
here, wee looke for truth in the muſt 
neceſſary part and buſineſle of our life; 
in which, to be deceived, is the greateſt 
miſchiefe that can befall us, Beyond 
the ruine of our eſtate: Beyond the ta- 
king away of our life; Beyond the ex- 
tinguiſhing of our family; And beyond 
the loſle of all that js deare to us in 
this world. Wherefore , he that io this 
Matter maintaineth any poſition , 
meerely for oſtentation ot bis witte is 
guilty of a moſt Sacrilegious action; 
and committeth upon the party he ſe- 
duceth , the worſt fort of murther that 
Mans Nature is capable of. in like 
Manner, to make a meere recreation 
of ſuch diſputing ; ls a higb contempt 
of God, of eternall Beatitude , and of 
Divinity. For exerciſe, it may be ne- 
ceſſary, ſo it be knowne to befor that 
end; and, that under colour of exerciſe, 
no wrong perſuaſion be induced into 
the Auditor y. 

Vet is all this, from our preſent bu - 
ſineſſe. For , the Diſputation, for 
which 


| 
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which theſe rules ate intended. js a kind 
of trial of the truth of Religion; By 
which, the Auditoty may take an Ap- 
prehenſion of what they are to follow 
during their whole life, So that ir is 
not to be allowed, without juſt ſecurity 
from both parties: From the Arguent, 
for bis diſputing , and from the Defen- 
dant, for his anſwering. And accor. 
dingly , fince it is well kaowne , that 
nothing but Demonſtration , can give 
ſecurity of a diſputable truth ; He who 
ina Diſputation of this nature under- 
taketh to prove an afferti n, ought firſt 
to engage his credit that in his con- 
ſcience hee eſtgemeth the argument 
hee intendeth to propoſe,to be Demo- 
ſtrative; How ever he may apprehend 
a failing on his part in preſſing it. either 
. want of lufficient skill, or 
through the over proportion of his ad- 
verſaries abilities, or through the dif- 
ficulty of well opening the Matter and 
making the truth appeare. If hee te- 
fule to do this , he is to be proteſted 


againſt for a thiefe and a robber (as 
our Saviour himſelfe ſty lech ſuch) = 
5 ; a 
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hath a deſigne to abuſe his hearets, and 


to draw theit ſoules(for ſome private in- 
tereſt of his ov ne) into eternall damna- 
tion: And the Auditory is to be conte 
ſted, that ſuch a diſputation as the Arguer 
intendeth , is a meerc juggle and im- 
poſture ; a brabbling, baſe , countet- 
ſcuffle, not fitt for a grave Man to have 
aſhare in; but a meete ſcolding, loſle of 
time, and yexation , both to the bearers 
and to the actouts. 

The Reſpondents taske , is not ſo ri. 
gorous. It is enough for him to main- 
taine , that his adverſary can not con- 
vince his Tenet of fallity : Hee being, 
for this paſſage, but a defendant 3 not a 
Provers - 

Thus farre , for Opponents and De- 
fendants in common; But now, to apply 
this to Catholikes , and to thoſe who 
have parted from them; Let us begin 
with conſidering, how their maine di- 
ference conſiſteth in this , that the Ca- 
tholike holdeth his doctrine, becauſe 
it came to him by his fore-fathers from 
Chriſt ; and relyeth upon his fore-fa« 
thers for the truth of this; The Adver- 
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ſaties, Univerſally, do rely upon, either 
Sctiptute, or reaſon, As for reaſon, it is 
evident that it can not bee a ſufficient 
ground of a doctt ine that is held by au- 
thority, And as for Scripture, the Ca- 
tholike maintaineth it as ſtrongly as 
they. Neither have they it, but u 

the credit of Catholikes : And there- 
fore all the arguments they can bring 
out of Scripture againſt Catbolikes , do 
beate in tneit fore-head a prejudice of 
being either falſe, or att leaſt uncer= 
tame. 
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The tienth 
REFLEXION. 


Of ſome particulars belonging to 
(atholikes ; Others , to their 
eAdverſaries, 


O. of theſe premiſſes, there follow 
ſome very conſiderable differences 
berweene Catholikes and Proteſtants,in 
point of Diſputation. The firſt is : That 
a Catholike , ought not, for his one 
ſatis faction. to admitt of any diſputation 


att all, in Matters of Religion. Fort, he 
relyeth upon a bettet — then any 


his Adverſary can offer to him: Name - 
ly , an infallible and irrefrogable Au- 
thotity. Hee taketh reaſon for an 
inſufficient Judge in controvetſics of 
this Nature, And againſt diſputing out 
of Scripture , he hath two prejudices: 
The one, that he holdeth his faith b 
the ſame rule by which hee —. 
the Scripture , and thete fore, if Scti- 
re ſhould proove any thing againſt 
is faith (which is impoſſible) ir would 
make him believe neither; and ſo, would 
noc 


Controverſy Logicke. $7 


not change him to be of a new Religion, 
but cauſc him to be of none. 

The other prejudice is, That he who 
argueth out of Scripture , proceedeth 
Texts whole ſenſe is diſputable in the 
words themſelves ;: Whereas the Ca- 
thouke , is beforc-hand aſſured of the 
ſenſe, as farre as concerneth faith; I here- 
fore, it were in vaine for him ro ſearch, 
in an uncertaine iuſtructer, the know=- 
ledge of that which he already know eth 
certainly. 

Vet further : If auy Catholike doe 
admitt Diſputation for his o ne fake 
and latisfaction; he leaveth being a Ca- 
tholike. For, the end of Dilputation, is 
to cleare a doubt: And therefore, where 
is no doubt, there is no neede of diſpu. 
ting. Neither can a Catholike have any 
doubt in any Matter of faith , unleſſe 
hee ſuſpecteth his rule:W hich if he once 
do, he is no longer a Catholike. On the 
other ſides Ihe Proteſtant, building all 
his faith upon the ambiguous words of 
Seriptureſſo loud diſputed, and eternally 
diſputable) mutt neceſſatily, if he bee a 
rationall man, live in perpetuall _ 

or, 


* 
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For, the very oppoſitiò of ſo many wiſe 
and learned men as affirme that the 
wordes he alleageth do not ſignify that 
which is neceſſary for his polltion * is 
ſufficient ro make any rationall man be 
in doubt of an expoſition of wordes 
that may beare ſeverall ſenſes, which he 
ſeeth is ſo obvious and ordinary a rock 
of miſtaking. Thercfore, a Proteſtant 
were not .rationall, it he ſhould not al- 
wayes demand ſearching and diſputing 
uotillexperience ſhall have taught him, 
there is no End of it. or by it. Hee muſt 
reſolye , either to be ignorant and to 
truſt, or elſe to diſpute without end. And 
in very truth, his diſputing is to no end. 
For, — he be No arguent , and do 
convince bis adyerſary ;yct after all bis 
paines , hehath — no more then 
onely to perceive that his adverſary is a 
weaker diſputant then heezor that per- 
advẽture he was at that time ſurpriſed; 
ſo that when be ſhall be in his better 
wittes, he may happily be able to ſalye 
his arguments, And if he be the Defen- 
daut, and chãce to maintain his poſitiõ, 
yet it followeth not, that a better Op- 

ponent 
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ponent then he had to deale withall, 
mought not have convinced him, So 
that, on neither ſide, there is any ſecurity 
to him, becauſe he bringeth noDemon- 
ſtration, but onely the — appearance 
of ambiguous wordes. 

There is an other impurity betweene 
Catholikes and their adverſaries, in this, 
that if the Catbolike be the Opponent, 
he can diſpute but of one point;namely, 
of theIofalliblity of the Chureh, becauſe 
bis adverſary is obliged to no other, 
For, take what point you will beſides; 
and one may be a perfect Proteſtant, 
whether he hold it, or deny it. The au- 
thority of Biſhops,is the maine point of 
Protelticy, by which it is diſtioguiſhed 
from all other Seftaries: Yet,when ir is 
for their turne, the French Presbyterians 
o great enemies to that goverumẽt of 
the Church ) are their deare brethten. 
The Greeks,the Latherans, the Socimians, 
the Anabaptiſtes;how many poſitions,do 
they maintaine different from the Pre- 
teſtams? Nevertheleſſe, hen it pleaſeth 
a Proteſtam to make his boaſts of the 
large extent of the Reformed Churches; 


all theſe are of this communion, Nay, 


— —  — — 


90 Controverſy- Logicke. 


Nay,when he talketh of the Unwer» 
fall ¶ hurci: No Arrian, Eutychian, Ne- 
ſtorian , or other Profeſſour of what- 
{oever damnedHerely that bath a ſhare 
againſt Popery , is excluded — 
from being an Orthodoxe Member of 
the Catholike Church; but all are re- 
giſtred in his Kalendar, as Profeſſours 
of the onely true faith , and as wit- 
neſſes of Chriſts doctrine. So that, if a 
Catholike be to argue, he looſeth his 
labour in diſputing of any point but 
of the Infallibiliry of the Church ; be- 
cauſe he advanceth nothing by — 
the victory in any other. For thoug 
he ſhould reduce bis adverſary to be of 
his minde , io all other articles: yer 
not being ſo in this too, he is as farre 
as ever from being a Catholike ; ſince 
the not believing of any one ar- 
ticle of faith , maketh a man no Ca- 
tholike, or ( whichis all one) a Pro- 
teſtant. 

On the other ſide ; If it be the Ca- 
tholikes ſhare to be the Defendant: He 
is bound to make good, many points; 
Thar is to lay, all that docttine which 
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we maintaine to be of faith, and to 
bave received by Tradition, 

The Concluſion therefore is, that 
the Catholike hath much to maintaine, 
and little ro oppoſe ; The Proteſtant 
hath great choice of what to oppoſe, 
and little to maintaine. So that his ad- 
vantage, on this hand , is very great, 
in regard of diſputation, Since, if he 
receive a wound in any limb of that 
great body he is to defend, it is a mor- 
tall one to his cauſe ; And his adyer- 
ſary is invulnerable to him, every 
where but in one pointe, The reaſon 


of this difference, dependeth of the 
knowne Axiome, 


Bonum, ex inte gra cauſa » 

eM alum, ex quolibei defeltu. 
The Catholike Party, hath a Religion; 
hath an Art and skill of —— and 
of going to heaven. Such a thing, muſt 
have a body: And a body, can not con- 
fiſt without many members and parts: 
Every one of which, muſt be defended 
and made good, | 
All other Sect:, are but deficiencies, 
more or lefle, from this rule: Thoſe, 
mores 
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more; who cleave faſteſt to the rule of 
deficiency ; that is to ſay , to the reje- 
Ring of all that cannot be convinced 
out of Scripture; Thoſe leſſe; who 
perceiving the inconveniencies this 
bringeth upon them , do ſooneſt re- 
cede, in praiſe , from this crooked 
rule, and to contradi& their maine 
ground of all being fallible, by forcing 
their ſubjects to hold their Tenets; that 
they have no — forʒ themſelves 
having forſaken the legitimate autho- 
rity, by which the Catholike Church 
ſticketh to Tradition. 1 


The 
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The eleventh 
REFLEXION. 


Of ſome particular Caveats for 
Catholikes, 


He Catholike defendant , havin 

ſo hard a taſke ſome few notes will 
be neceſſary for him. As firlt; that 
he ſhould not ofter to maintaine, 
againſt arguments drawne out of na- 
ture, ſuch poſitions as he is not able to 
ſatisfy bimlelfe in; for exampleʒagainſt 
an eArrian or Sabelltan,lett him not un- 
dertake to diſpute and argue, in reaſon, 
how the ſame thing can be one and 
three; unleſſe he be firſt ſure that hee 
underſtandeth it well, apd that him 
ſelfe reſteth ſatisfyed with reaſon in 
that point. For, it is impoſhble to give 
the Auditory ſatis faction, if he bath 
it not himſelfe ; Eſpecially , if the 
diſputant be ſubtle, and able to ma- 
nage his Argument. 
The 
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The like is of the bleſſed Sacrament, to 
ſhew how one body can at the ſame 
time be im more placesthen one. 

In this caſe therefore, the Defendant 
is ro keepe himſelfe upon the — 
defence, hat wee helieve Myſteries of 
faith, whether we can auſwere Argu- 
ments againſt them, orno ; That the 
word of God , is ableto give uscer- 
titude, above all demonſtration, and 
above all that wee can underſtand. 
Neither are wee without the example 
of our Adverlſaries themſelves , when 
we do thus. For, in this very Myſtery 
of the Euchariſt , they will tell us that 
Chriſt is really and truly preſent in it, 
Bat that the Manner how he is there, 
is not underſtandable, In the Trinity, 
and in the Incarnation , Proteſtants do 
the like; acknowledging theſe Myſte- 
ries to be true, but withall profeſſing 
them to be above theit underſtan- 
ding. 

Let, this rule is not ſo peremptory, but 
that by diſcretion it may admitt exce- 
ption. For, our Adyerliries are ſo 
weake ; that they ground moſt of — 

Axi- 
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Axiomes and proofes, rather upon con- 
fidence wee will not deny them , then 
that themſelves are able ro make them 
good, So, in the Myſtery of the Eu- 
chariſt; when they inſiſt upon the Ma- 
xime , that the ſame body can not be 
att the ſame time in two places; If you 
putt them to proove it, you ſhall hade 
that their word will be to ſay that even 
our owne Doctors confeſſe it, or that 
experience aſſureth us of it: Whereas, 
experience is no Argument again{t 
Gods Omnipotency : And as to what pri- 
vate Doctors aftirme, it is att every Mans 
pleaſure to Ene ot deny it. So that, 
if you underſtand your Adverſaries 
ſtrength , you may non-ſure him by 
— him to prove what you know 

e can not. But this is a hazard: And 
you ate ſhamed, if you faile. 

Au other Caveat for our defendant, 
is; Not to engage himſelfe in a Con- 
troverſy,upon — opinion of one party 
of Devines; Nor undertake to defend 
againſt his Adverſary a p« ſition which 
ſome of our owne Devines do oppoſe; 
and ſo , is rather a queſtion of Schola- 

| ſticall 
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ſticall Divinity, then a Controverſy of 
faith, To this purpoſe it is to be noted, 
that ſome opinions ate of a greater lati- 
tude , then others 3 eltabliſhing faich 
upon that, whereof others confine it 
but to ſome one part, 

As, in the Matter of Infallibility;ſome 
place it inthe Pope, ſome, in a gene- 
rall Councell ; ſome, in both; ſome, in 
the whole Church ; which conteineth 
all theſe, and more, Here, the cautious 
Controverrtiſt that hath care of his Safe- 
y, will be ſure to chooſe that which 
is moſt ample ; and ſo quitreth himſelfe 
from the trouble and danger of an{we= 
ring Arguments made againſt the ſingle 

arts; and Keepeth himſclfe to the ſtrong 
hold of Chriſtianity, wherein all parties 
agree. True it is, that if the defendant 
be putt to declare his poſition 4 and an 
Argument do preile him: Hee may 
ſometimes be obliged to chooſe one opi- 
nion of Divines before another ; or 
rather , is forced to follow that which 
he is beſt acquainted with, Bur the rule 
Lgive, muſt ſexve where, and when there 


is place for it, And belides the already 
Men- 
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mentioned advantages that this courſe 
giveth ; lt cauſeth a great natro neſſe 
or brevity in controverfies; which brin- 
geth the diſſenting parties, farce neter 
to agreement; and letleth more ' 
neſſe in Religion, by making men di 
cerne hat belongeth to faith , and 
what doth not 5 but is the opinicas of 
particular DoQors, 
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 REFLEXION. 
Df the. qualities of ſome. fort of 
e 


Argent drammg a 
Scrip ume. 


Fe next thing we are to look into, 

Is, the quality of the Arguments 
which ze to be uſed in thoſe Diſputa- 
tions. Byhe precedent diſcourſe , it is 
evident, hat they are of three kindes; 
Out of Scypture,out of Fathers, and 
out of reaſm. To begin withScripture; 
It is agaim cleare , that arguments 
may be theicededaced , two wayes, 
Aheone , aut of the pure force of the 
wordes : The other, out of the con · 
mexion of thi ſenſe and diſcourſe 
acknowledged u the wordes: With the 
concluſion that i to be proved. 
da the former way, Arguents, either 
preſſe the wordes of one fingle ſen- 
gence which they bring, thinking to 
make ir evident that their aflertion is 
the yery meaning of thoſe wordes:Or 


elſe, 
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elfe, they bring a conglobation of 
lundty places, of which the one fortix 
tyeth the other ; ſo as to make it evi- 


dent, that the plaine ſenſe of wondes fo 


often reiterated , cannot chooſe but be 
the true meaning of the Scripture. 

To begin with the firſt branch of the 
Manner of drawing arguments out of 
ſingle Texts of Scripture 3 we may di- 
vide into zwo kindes , the Texts that 
are produced for this purpoſe. For they 
are either ſuch as ſay, or are pretended 
to ſay, in expteſſe termes(or equivalent 
oues) the proponents Concluuon ; ſo 
that the outward face of the wordes is 

laine for his Tenet : As when Catho- 
ikes produce the following T exts; this 
is —— Simon tlic firſt, The Gates 
of hell ſhall not ptevaile againſt = 
based finnes you forgive, ſha 
be forgiven , and any the lixe (upon 
which eccaſion , I may not forbeare 
to note, that Proteſtagts have not any 
one text of this kind, againſt Catholikes 
unleſſe they make uſe of the precept 
ot got. making graven images, which 
coucernech Chriſtians.n0 more , then 
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doth the ſacrificing of a Lambe att 
Eaſter ; Both of them being commands 
given (ingly to the Jewes.Orelle they 
are ſuch Texts , as though they do not 
containe the proponents concluſion in 
expreſſe wordes, yet he prerendeth that 
it followeth out of the ſenſe of them, 

Now in theſe Texts, there may be a 
double incertitude; Firſt , whether the 
place alleaged,do ſignify what the pro- 

onent pretendeth; Secondly, whether 
is concluſion would follow , though 
that were granted, 

Now in both theſe kindes of Texts, 
When the Argument is drawne 
out of the force ot the words; 
and their force , no other then from 
the Grammaticall or Ditionary-ſenſe 
of thoſe wordes; it is ordinarily a pitti- 
Full weake Argament , and the whole 
Diſputation is no bettet then boyes- 
play, and but like a conſtruiag of Te- 
rence : It being , almoſt, if not all- 
together impoſſible , in our con- 
troverſies to find a Text of Scris 
prure abſolutely convincing , and 
conſequently fitt to be infiſted 3 
he The 
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The reaſon whereof is , that the 
downe right fignification of a word 
(eſpecially , in diſcourſes when , the 
Author doth not deliver his mind in a 
Dogmaticall way ) is more wave 
ring and changeable then the Aſpin 
leafe, 

I remember how, as I once preſſed 
to a diſputant , this which I now ſay, 
hee immediatly objected this Text to 
me, Abraham genuit Iſaac; which be 
took to be unexplicable in any other 
ſenſe, then that Abraham was Iſaacs 
Father. 

I was not att the preſent furniſhed 
with the diverſe explicationſe of the 
word Genuit : Burt God provided me 
an anſwere out of the firſt of St. Ma- 
thew , where it is ſaid , Ioras genuit 
Oziam ; and yet there were ſome in- 
termediate generatious betweene loras 
and Oꝛias. 

Whence it was clear, that out of the 
bare wordes , Abraham genuir Iſaac, 
it could not be Demonſtratively in- 
— that Abraham was Iſaacs Fa- 
ther, 
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Now, after ſuch an inſtance, what 
evidence can be expected out of the 
ſimple ſignification of wordes ? Be- 
ſides ; who can be {o ſhallow as to ima- 
gine that a SeR which hath men of any 
wit in it, ſhould maintaine a polition 
againſt that ſenſe of the letter which 
every Boy can penetrate ; but that ir 
hath armed it ſelfe with ſome ſubtet- 
fuge;which (ordioarily ſpeaking) can 
not be weaker then the argument that 
dependeth upon ſo variable a _ 
as the ule of wordes in human ſpeech? 
Neyertheleſle, this kind of arguing, is 
the moſt uſed, and much vaunted K 
N. for example : — — and 

Albums agree, in laying. mere is 
— in the bleſſed — Their 
argument againſt {a:bolihes (who allow 
it not to be ſo) is, that Chriſt called it 
bread after Conſecration, If you auſwer 
them , that he doth not callic barely 
Bread, but this bread, or bread of life; or 
with ſome other character to diſtin- 
guiſh it from ordinary Bread 3 I hey 
preſently cry out, that the wor Bread 
ſiguifyeth bread made of wheate ; and 
turue 
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turne to their Dictiobary to juſtify 
that ſigniheationʒ aud fing victory, 2s 
if nothing were anſwered; So, when 
they preſſerheſe wordes ont ofthe En- 
gliſh tranſlation, Hee rooke bread, lrſſed 
it, broke it and gave it: If you deſire, in- 
ſtead of the word bleſſed it , to putt in 
turned it imo his body; telling them, that 
the bleſſing „was the ſaying , this is 
my body; and the ſaying ſo, was the very 
turning of the bread into his body: If 
you reply thus, they wilt grow impa= 
tient, as if you committed an intolle- 
rable abſurdity, and aske you in what 
Dictionaty, ur iu what Author, to bleſſe 

guifyeth to turne into ones and 
will not heare that fince in this cafe 
bleſſmg was the —— of ſuch 
words, it muſt of neceſſity ſignify the 
turning into bis body. Is ir boffible; 
that otherwiſe witty men, ſhould be ſo 
overweaned of their owne fide , as to 
believe there is any force in ſuch alle= 
gations, which every Schoole-boy that 
conſtruech (not by rote, but under- 
ſtandeth what he ſayth ) is able to dil 
cover ? 
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The teaſonſ as I conceive)of this low 
and ſhallow impertinency, is, that this 
dilputative kind of men ,, never raiſed 
their underſtanding to Geometticall 
Demonſtrations, or to any ſolide diſ- 
courſe. ; and indeed, nor beyond the 
practiſe of Grammar rules in _Scri- 
ptute, and ſome quainte Criticiſme of 
the lame pitch: and therefore, may be 
of a fitt ciſe to talke in a pulpit 
to a vulgar auditory , or to cavill 
about wordes before unlearned per- 
ſons , who were never preſent att a 
{olide Diſputation, nor are capable of 
the rigour or ſtri& lawes of ſuch a one: 
But they are not ſtrong enough to 
frame an argument that may beare 
water and eadure the touch, among ju- 
dicious examiners; Though, like junior 
Sophiſters , they can pop onta great 
many ſlight objections , and ruine a 
large courſe from one to an other, to 
make a ſhew of leatning without any 
ſubſtance of it. 

Such a kind of Argument (in the laſt 
mentioned queſtion of the Euchariſt) is 
their great Achilles out of Theodorer, 

and 
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and an obſcute writer called Gelaſius, 
who ſay , the nature of bread remai- 
neth after conſecration, If you anſwer 
them, that the word Nature fignifyeth 
Lnaluy, even in our ordinary Manner 
of ſpeech ; and that ſo they have gained 
nothing by the allegation of theſe au- 
thorities, 4 nce we acknowledge and ſe 
that the Quality of bread remaineth 
after Conlecration ; They againe cry 
Victory as before, as if the molt Gram- 
maticall ſignification of one ſingle 
word muſt cawy the bayes,withour any 
conſideration of the circumſtant words 
or of the connexion of the ſenſe, Which 
if any Schoole-boy of an upperforme 
ſhould doe , he could not bur expeR a 
{marte reward from his Maſter. And yer 
theſe petty,ſlight,argumers out of Scri. 
ture, are in aManner the ſtrõgeſt they 
Lake which they endeayourto over- 
throw theReligis ot their fore-fatbers. 
An other kinde of argument is fre- 
nent with them, which is, yet weaker 

the this. It is whẽ from ſome ſuperficial 
{ound of words, that ſignify no ſuch 
thing as the concluſiõ they ate to prove 
E 5 they 
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they take occaſion to alledge a ſentence 
of Scripture, that in effect is nothing to 
the queſtion in hand; and yet they will 
make a noiſe that Scripure is cleare 
againſt you, As when (Eſay 58.) they 
cite, your wills are found in your faſtings, to 
roove that voluntary faſts are unlaw- 
fall or Man. 15 That which emereth imo 
the month , defileth not the ſoule: But that 
which cometh ont fro the heart. And againſt 
works of ſuper errogation ( Luke 1 7.) 
When you have done all that 15 commanded 
you, lay, you are unprofitable Servants, In 
all which Texts: Neyther is th-t {aid 
(fo much as by the outward wordes) 
which they intend by alledging them; 
nor is there any ſhew of connexion 
with what they pretend. Burt rather, 
for the moſt part, ſuch places do favour 
the adverſe party, As, thefirſt repre= 
hendeth the faſtinges of the wicked 
Jewes , becauſe they continued their 
impieties, notwithſtanding their afli= 
Qing themſelves : Which ſignifyeth, 
that the faſts themſelves , were good; 
but that the Manner and circumſtances 
in which they were done, were naught. 
The 
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The ſecond, clearely concludeth, that 
ſeeing the disobedience in eating for- 
bidden meates floweth from the heart, 
it is ſin not to abſtain from them. 

The third, ſuppoſeth evidently, chat 
the commandements may be fullfilled 
(which is denyed by Proteſtants ) and 
imply eth that more may be done; and 
conſequently , admitteth workes of 
tuper errogation, 

deny not, but that both theſe ſorts 
of arguments, are common to both 
parties, Yet it is with this difference; 
that the Catholike relyeth not upon 
them + as being fixed upon his owne 
firme and ſolide baſis , of baving 
received his faith by ſucceſſion from 
Chriſt ; And therefore, in his mouth, 
fuch are condeſciences to the weake- 
neſſe of his auditory;Whom he hopeth, 
by this milke , to make capable of a 
ſtronger ſertlement, But among Pro- 
teſtants , ſuch arguments and conje- 
Qurall inferences , are the very foun- 
dation of their Religion ; Unto which 
fandy ground,they firive to bring their 
auditory, Ry them from ſetling 
upon the rocke of the Church. 
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The thirteenth 


REFLEXION. 


Of other forts of Arguments drawne 
out of Scripture. 


Ut, leaving theſe ſhuttle-cocke ar - 

guments, which are caſily bandyed 
from either ſide ; Let us looke upon 
the next kind of argument, which ma- 
keth ule of a heape of Texts, to prove 
the Concluſion intended. 

I do not deny but that this is a ſtrong 
proceeding ; If it finde , either an 
able Logician to manage it , or 
an Auditory capable of it ; both 
which , are very rare ; And there- 
fore , this — is fitter for writing. 
and for reading with deliberation; 
then for a ſudden confli& upon the 
place, 

There 
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There are two wayes of uſing this 
weapon. The one, ſimply accumula- 
teth many Texts; giving every one its 
force, inſhoit: and overwhelming the 
Auditour by their multitude, 

This doth well in anOration orSermon, 
and carrierh a great reſemblance of 
ſtrength in ir, 

But if the whole diſcourſe cometh 
to be auatomiĩſed by the adverſary , and 

the wakenelle of every e text ſhewed in 
patticulat: Ihen, the conclulion ſtandeth 
naked and aſhamed : and the author 
Amazed a ſee his owne opinion ſo 
unexpeRedly changed. And therefore, 
in a Diſputation , where the adyeiſary 
hath his law to anſwere onely one, 
this accumulation of Texts ſerveth 
to little purpoſe , more then to ſpend 
time, 

The other way of cmploying a con- 

lobation of Texts, is to pretend to 
— all the Texts that may be found in 
Scripture favourable to cither lide, and 
by comparing them , to ſhew which 
party ſtandeth with Scripture , which 

againſt it. 
But 
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But firſt, iris evident that this procee- 
ding is not proper for a regular com- 
bat, For, the adverſaty will have right 
to clayme the planting of his owne 
batterye himſelfe; and may refuſe to 
accept it from his enemy. Againe, to 
do this thing well, and to make this 
compariſon in due Manner: So many 
things are to be conſidered , that it is 
rather the fubje&t of a Booke, then fitt 
for the propoſall of one party,to which 
the other is to anſwere immediatly 
upon the place. For, the Texts ought 
to be examined , that it may be deter- 
mined , which of them do formally 
containe the poſition that is'to be pro- 
ved; And which , onely (ome verity 
connexed to it, from whence ir may be 
drawen ; and the degrees of ſuch con- 
nexion. Apaine , what ſpeeches are 
proper, what Metaphoricall, and the 
degrees of tranſlation in them. Like- 
wr „the occaſions of the ſpeakin 
thoſe wordes, and their coherence with 
actions or wordes, precedent and ſub- 
fequent. All which confiderations, are 
fo manifold , and ſo tedious to be well 


pers 
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| ——— that they can by no meanes 
brought into the brevity of a 
Dialogiſticall oppofition : But will te- 
quire the making of long ſpeeches, like 
whole ſermons, on each fide : Which 
can not choofe but be irkeſome and 
diſpleaſing to the Auditory : And in 
concluſion, muſt neceflarily be without 
effect, ſeeing that it is ĩimpoſſible, ordi- 
nary memories ſhould beare away ſuch 
a multitude of notions , ſo perfectly as 
to be capable of framing an exact jud- 
gement of them. Beſides, if any one 
Text of theſe were abſolutely convin- 
cing, the reſt would be burthenſome, 
and but hinder and embroile the evi- 
dence of the Concluſion: And if none 
of them do prove it clearely : Then, 
all of them together, can but make one 
fide more probable then rhe other: 
Which ſignifyeth no more , then that, 
fince the beſt of them is but probable, 
you can rely on neither of them, as true 
and certaine ; And conſequently , all 
that is ſaid, is of no effect towardes the 
ending ot controverſies; but is purely a 
fuperfluous labour and a tryall of 
witsz 
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witres;not a deciding of queſtions, or a 
ſettling of the auditory in the right 
way to heaven, 

It now remainerh onely (in order to 
Scripture-diſputation ) that we ſpeake 
of ſuch arguments as are drawne from 
places of >criprure , which do plainely 
containe ſuch vericics , as are — 
and agreed upon by both parties, with- 
out the authority of Scriptureto prove 
them: So that, the ſenſe and meaning of 
thoſe places is not att all ambiguous, or 
controverted by either (ide; And out of 
theſe , vou make your way , to your 
concluſion , or to other truths that are 
as yet unknowne to you, bur that you 
debre to have certainty of, 

Now cleare it is, that, it would avail 
as much , to take the naked Truths 
in themſelves , without the words of 
Scripture ; asto alledge the words in 
this caſe. Fot, the Truths themſelves 
being acknowledged by both parties, 
it is needeleſſe ro bring any proofe of 
them » And therefore , Scripture ſer. 
veth but for an ornament in this dii- 
courſe 3 And the whole force of the 

| „ 
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argument, is drawne from the cone 
feiied Truth / And conſequently, it is 
cleare that this is a diſcourſe of reaſon 
not of authority: however, a farre off, it 
may in ſome ſort depend on Scripture, 
Therefore , we neede not trouble our 
ſelyes att preſent with diſcuſſing this 
fort of arguments ; but ſhall remitrir 
to the examination of reaſon , where 
on it dependeth. 

I ſhould here end ſpeaking of arguing 
out of Scripture, But becauſe it is thar 
which our adverſaries do ule moſt ( at 
leaſt,the Proteſtants and Calviniſts,and 
the Sets of their th) and becauſe 
{ome perſons are ſo maddely careleſſe 
of their owne ſalvation , that they will 
content themſelves with probabiliry 
for their Religion ; eſpecially if Scri- 
pture be made the ptetence of it: Iam 
forced to adde yet a few lines, in regard 
of ſuch perſons as making Scripture 
the onely ground of their Religion, and 
judge their Controverſies, do not fo 
much as ayme att mens argu- 
ments by the allegations that are 


brought our of Holy Write 5 
nor 
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Nor whether the point propoſed,be truc 
or falle ; gut whether fide is the more 
probable or plauſible, purely in relation 

to Scripture. 
Clcarely , he who in any point will 
proceede according to conſcience and 
prudence jn this way of arguing, is ob. 
liged to confader all that is contained 
in the w hole Scriptare concerning that 
point, Weighing what he putteth in each 
fide of the ballance,with the beſt judge. 
ment God aftorderh him; that ſo he 
may judiciouſly pronounce ſentence, 
For the doing of which, he oughtto con- 
ſider , not onely the number of plaees 
that concerne his purpole,burtheir qua- 
lities alfo;and'be able to compare thoſe, 
one with an other. Now this is ſo hard 
ataske , that the leatnedſt and ableſt 
mar a live, may deſpairc of evet being 
able to cfte& it. For, how can he, or any 
Man , with reaſon perſuade himſelfe, 
that either he, or any other, hath ever 
produced , or evet can produce, out of 
Scripture , all that may from thence be 
alledged for any point in controverſy; 
lince our Saviour himſelf, bath given us 
a 
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a cleare example that arguments may 
be draw ne (and thoſe, efficacious ones) 
from Texts where we leaſt dreame ot 
any ſuch ſenſe ? As , when diſputing 
againſt the Sadduces , he made this ar- 
gum ent: God, is God of Abraham, Iſaac, 
and jacob. But he is not God of nothing: 
Therefore Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob, 
ſhall riſe againe, or do remaine in ſoule, 
hoping for their body and teſurtection: 
who can be confident of ſay ing or know- 
ing all chat is in Scripture, concerning 
any point, when the proofes of truths 
may lye in ſuch unlikely places? Surely 
it muſt be, cither a great ignorance,or a 
great temerity , to undertake it. And 
therefore we may conclude, that it is im- 
poſſible we ſhould ever arrive ſo farre 
in this way of ſearch, as to know really 
what is more, or leſſe probable out of 
Scripture. Bur all that we may hope 
to attaine unto, is, onely to be able to 
judge what is more or leſſe probable, 
out of thoſe places which well our (clyes 
do know or att molt, out of thoſe places 
which the Authors we have ſeene, do 
bring. And fo, it is evident, that they 


who 
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who relye on Scripture, or rather that 
profeſſe to do ſo; do not in truth relye 
upon it; but upon their owe, or their 
Teachers diligence , whom they ſup- 
poſe to know the whole latitude of 
Scripture-proofe, Which is not onely 
falle , but impoſſible for any man 
to do. 


The 
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The fourteenth 
if REFLEXION. 
p 

of 


ly On the Arguments drawne out 


in of the Fathers. 


He ſecond neſt of Authority, out of 

| which, Arguments take wing. Is the 
copious library of Fathers. Wherein it 

is to be conlidered , that wherher Ca- 
tholike or Proteſtant be ro argue , the 
Text he alledgeth hath a double remove 
from the concluhion he would prove, 
For , whereas in allegations of Scri« 
pture , both fides agree , that what it 
layth is certainly true (ani ſo, all the 
difficulty conſiſteth in knowing what is 
» | true meaning of the place alledged) 
it is otherwiſe allegations of Fathers; 
For, in them, there ariſe two queſtions; 
The one, whether that which the argue 
gent pretendeth , be the Fathers opi- 
nion ; the other , whether that which 
che Father ſayth be ttue, aftet it is agreed 
co be his Opinion, : 
For, 
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For , neither Catholike nor Proteſtant, 
doth agree to all things that one or two 
Fathers may hold, But, indeed, Pro- 


teſtants do deſie them all, And Catho- 


likes require an univerſality inthem, to 
make them infallible. So that, if cither 
Catholike or Proteſtant be the Arguer, 
he ought to ſettle before- hand with 
his adverſary , that ſuch a Father or Fa- 
thers,as he intendeth to produce , be of 
unqueſtionable authority berween them; 
Oc elſe, not to meddle with them; for 
it were but labour loſt , and breath caſt 
away. 

The Proteſtants uſe to make two 
compariſons in Fathers: Ihe one, in Age 
or Antiquity ; the other, in learning or 
reputation. As for the former 3 they in- 
lit much upon the three firſt Ages, ſup- 
poling them to be purer then the ret, 
In doing of which, it is evident that their 
ayme is to teject all: For, when they 
lift, and that it concerneth them, they 
ill tell you that the impurity of do- 
— as ſoon as theApoſtles were 
dead. Now, if by this Imputity, they 
meane damnable errors; then, by laying 
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ſo they evacuate all the authority of Fa- 
thets : For, they allow it no further, 
then as it pleaſeth every diſputant or 


Miniſter to declare the point controyer- 


ted, to bee, ot not to bee, a damnable 
error, And thus, even the three firſt 
Ages , are blowne away with the reſt. 
But if che point in Controverſy, be no 
dammable error, then the Fathers au- 
thority importeth litle; erring being 
but of (mall confequence in ſuch Mat- 
ters as do not t᷑oncerne ſalvation , and 
there being no obligation upon a Chri- 
ſtian to know unneceſſaty truths, 

Ina word ; If the Church can erte, 
and hath erred theſe thouſand yeares ; it 
is but courteſy, to ſay ſhe did not ſo, in 
the former fix hundred: And fo , in 
truth, the Fathers have no authority att 
all. But if it can not etre; not harh erred; 
Then , the Fathers of the latrer Ages, 
Own as good wirrneſlcs, as thoſe of the 
former , ſo they be induced with Univer- 


ty. 

The other fon or diſtinction, 
chat Proteſtants uſe to mabbe of the Fa- 
thets, concerning their learning and re- 
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puration ; is as little to the purpoſe 
that of their Antiquity, For , we dc 
not cite Fathers, as Doctors (whole 
opinion , is no berter then the reaſon 
they bring fut it) but as wittneſſes 
whole authority conſiſteth in a grave 
and moderate, knowledge of what is 
believed and praiſed by the Church, 
in the ages teſpectively whereia they 
lived. And out of this it followerh, that 
for wittneſſing of Chriſtiao faith, no 
one Father is to be preferred before an 
other, It is true, in ſome ſenſethe teſti. 
mony of a more antientFather,may be 
ſayd to be preferred before a more mo- 
derue one; becauſe the formall wit- 
neſſing of it , is of more neerenelle to 
Chriſt, and of longer dutance towards 
us, But io regard of learning: No Fa- 
ther bath more authority, not is more 
to be valued then an other, for what 
concerneth faith; though in other te- 
ſpects ir be very conſiderable, For, a 
leſſe learned Father , is as credible a 
wittneſſe as the learnedſt , of what is 
the preſent praiſe and beliefe of Chri- 
ſtiaus ; fo he have leatning (ufficienc 


to 
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to warrant. his underſtandiog and 
koowing ſo much. 

And in reality , any Father whoſe 
authority carrieth us beyond the appa- 
rent memory of mankind att preſent 
living , is as good as the beſt, for decla- 
riog tae faith of the Church in the time 
he lived io. Which becauſe it received 
its docttine by entaile from age to ages 
every Fathers teſtimony (in ſuch Mat- 
ters of faich) is firme and irtefragable. 

To conclude therefore ; The Ca- 
tholike maketh no difference of the 
be] quality of Fathers, nor much of their 
no- Antiquity ; but admitteth all, ſo they 
i- | come with univerſality. 
eto The Proteſtant;though he will a little 
rds | Sper att it, yet in Concluſion be reje- 
Fa- | Acthall ; ſetting his owne 12 
ore | (wbich be calleth Scripture ) for high 
hat 4 Umpice of what in them is right, hat 
te- | wrong. Therefore it is fruiteleſſe to 
, « | diſpute againſt a Proteſtant out of the 
ea | Fathers ; uoleſſe you firſt ſettle what 
tis 4 proof of Fathets he will admit, Neither 
ri- s it eaſy for a Proteſtãt to argue ſtrõgly 
nc | againſt a Catholike = of the Fathers. 


For, 
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Fot, if the Catholike will binde him to 
it, he mult bring an univerſality of chem; 
or elſe, the Catholike is not obliged to 
receive them And how can he go about 
to do this, I underſtand not. I meane, ina 
ptivate diſputation ; where a Matter of 
three or foure teſtimonyes , are capable 
of ſpinning out the whole time, that peo» 

le generally are willing to lend unto 
lech an — Jn he che 
prcfumprnons and vaine ——_— z are 
Forward tocry out that all the Fathers 


are on their fide;as theit Patriatchelcwel 
begi the tune to them, ſo ſhametully,that 


his owne Chaplaine fotſooke him for 
his impudent falſhood, 

But, concerning this point, It is to be 
noted, that althongh they break ( avow- 
edly and confeſſedly) fiom the univerſall 
face of antiquity in all Chutch· practiſe 
Las, in the Liturgies, Letanies, Maſſe, 
praying ro Saints, praying for the dead, 
moſt of the Sacraments, Relikes, Altars, 
Pil tima es, Faſt in 85 Proceſſions, Co- 
chibate of Prieſts, religious men and wo- 
men, and almoſt all things of that nature) 
yet have they ſo liale ingenuity >. or 

rather 
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m to cather they are (o impudent , as before 
voten and ignorant perſons , to. boaſt 
themlelyes Scctatots of ay 3 and 
they undertake to ptove it by certaine 
broken ends of Texts, concerni 
ſpeciall circumſtance or nice in 
which they have found ſome dark place 
in ſome Father, wu 
I therefore puit theſe queſtions to any 
juditions perſon, who is curious to hence 
ion in Religion: Whether, in ſo 
large a Booke as N „it be 
pothbl ( morall that there 
mould not be — —— obſcure 
patlages, And chen; whether an'aoquent 
Sopbifter may not make ule of 'fuch 
places, to circumyentand delude weake 
ſoules, unable to remember ot markethe 
contrary Texts , andto judge berweene 
them, Which if he alſo graunt (as he ean 
not choole but do) Laske him againe, 
what ſecurity he hath or can have; that 
his difputant is not ſue h a one; or at leaſt 
may not be ſuch a one. And what I fey 
of Scripture , may be with much more 
force transferred to the workes of the 
Fathers, bich are much more my 
F 2 an 
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and beſides that, may containe errour; 
in them. So that in concluſion, all dif. 
putation out of Fathers, is but beatin 
the ayre ; unleſle the parties be fr 

reed, what Fathers authorities ſhall 
be allowed {ufficieor to decide and tet · 
minate their differences. 

Let after all this; the Proteſtant that 
is carried: away with a beliefe of hi; 
diſputants abilities ; will be ſtill apt to 
reply, that at the leaſt it can not he de- 
pyed, but that he who hath ſtudied the 
Fathers ſo well, as to be able to make 
out of them, againſt Catholikes, a tan- 
ged battaile ot ſuch obſcuxe places. muſt 
needes be an able and a leatued Man: 
and therefore he is not to be blamed 
for following {uch a guide, who hath 
read ſo much, and is conyerſant io the 
Fathers; Seeing that they who are un- 
learned, and catnot upon their owne 
ſtocke judge of ſuch Matters, muſt rely 
upon thoſe who have made them theic 
long and ſerious ſtudy, To him who 
ſhall make ſuch an objeRion, ir ought 
to be tepreſented ; How meane and 
pittifull a change it is, to fall from the 

| {plen« 
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to the ob(cure authority of a private Do- 
Ror,be beiwhat he will, As alſo, that 
to retite from the authority of few, ot 
but of one, were 4, great imptudence in 
an unlearned man; Who becauſe hee is 
not able to judge of the quality of Do- 
Rors,hath reaſon to adhere to the quan- 
tiry and number of them. Befides, in all 
V kelihood, this great DoRor (eſpecially, 
if he be yong) bath not read the Fathers 
themſelves; but hath taken out of other 
Authors, that write of controyerlies,ſuch 

laces as he bath found cited in them for 
2 purpoſe. And this argueth but a ſmall 
Modicum portion of learniog; thongh 
happily he may make a great ſhew with 
it, among unlearned perſons; like one 
who can recite three verſes of Homer, 
ina country Schoole_. 
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The Fifteenth 
REFLEXION. 


On Arguments drawne from 
reaſon, for Religion. 


T Here remaineth yet to be diſcour- 
ſed of, the laſt kind of arguments 
that may be employed in diſputations 
of Religion; whole ſtore. houſe, from 
whence they may be drawue, is reaſon, 
For the performance whereof. , lett us 
conſider;how Religion is apprebended 
generally to be 'a knowledge above 
nature, and to be derived by authority 
from a ſoyrce of higher underſtanding 
then ours is. Vet on the other ſide, It is 
evident that it can not be planted in us, 
otherwiſe then that the roote of it muſt 
of neceſſity be in Reaſon , ſeeing that 
Reaſon is our nature, Now then, the 
roote and baſis of believing , is mani=- 
feſtly from this, that we are perſwaded 
we onghttobelieve;which importeth as 
much, as that it is reaſonable we * 


Controverſy-Logicke, 127 


believe. And therefore,the arguments, 
which in Matter of Religion, ought 
chiefely to be managed out of Reaſon, 
ſhould be in common, whether it be 


Reaſonable to believe what is propos» 
ſed unto us. And becauſe no man can 
doubt whether it be reaſonable to be- 
lie ve what God ptopoſeth ; the whole 
ur- I queſtion is reduced to this pojut, whe- 
nts tber it be reaſonable to believe what 
dus & the Church or our fore-fatbers deliver 
om unto us, as the doctrine which Jeſus 
In, Chriſt (whoſe authority, no Chriſtian 
us F excepteth againſt ) did teach and deli- 
ed yer to the world, from his eteruall Fa- 


ther. In which queſtion , tbe affirma- 


ty tive reaſons , belong onely to Catho- 
J:4 likes; the negative, to all others, 
is Here, the Catholike diſputant, hath 


two wayes to proceede : The one, is 
in a manner Metaphy ficall , and of a 
rigorous conſequence; by ſhewing that 


e this principle, of Adbering to our fore ſa- 
— thers doctrine, in the way that the Catholił e 
d Church relyeth upon it , could not have 
$ been taken up in any middle age; but 
1 mult of neceffity have been continued 


F 4 from 
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from the beginning. And then, by pro- 
ving, chat if this Principle bath conti- 
nued from the beginning , it is impoſ- 
fible that any errour ſhou'd have crept 
iato the Church, 

Aſter the doing of whichʒlt is as evi- 

dently demonſtrated , that Catbolike 
faith, is the ſole true Chriſtian faith, 
as that the three Angels of a Triang · 
le, ate equall to two right Angels, or 
any other verity in Euclide or Archi- 
medes, 
The other way is, to aſſume, to pru- 
dent morall men, that whoſoever ſeeth 
alike evidence for Religion, as he jud- 
getb,ſufficient to yenture his life, ot his 
eſtate, or his honour upon (and not be 
excuſed) neither in prudence, nor in 
conſcience , nor in honor , if be doth 
not embrace it. For, if he ſeeth the ſame 
advantage in two ſeverall caſes ; and 
will venture in the one, and not in the 
other : It is evident, he proceedeth 
not according to Reaſon ia one of 
them. 

And in our caſe, whatloever he may 
ſay to juſtifye himſelfe, he cannot be 

excuſed 
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excaſed from making(in truth'no reall 
and ſerious apptehenſion of the future 
lite, and ot the goods of it. But, that 
way prevayleth in him above rea- 
on. - 

Now, that the Cathbolike'faith, hath 
all the advantages, upon which wile 
meu, do uſe to adventure their lives, 
eſtates, and honots, wil eaſily and cleare 
ly appeare, if the right way be taken to 
ſhew ir 3 the authority of the Church, 
being ſo farre beyond all wittneſſes 
uſed in judgments, aod all probabilities 
men ule to rely upon in warreand in 
marchaodiſiog. that there is no comp a- 
riſon betweene them. 

And the objectiaus which Heretikes 
uſe to bring. to hinder their clients from 
embracing the Catholike faith; are for 
the moſt part but authorities of the na- 
ture of thoſe we have diſcourſed of be- 
fore';: Which , in ſuch abundance 
of writings as are in Scripture, and 
io the Fathers, cannot faile of being 
eaſily mett with, by thoſe who pur- 
polely ſeeke them ; there being in 
them ſo many ſayings delivered upon 

| F 5 the 
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the by, whiles the Author is anentive 
to ſome other'queſtion , or ia circum- 
ſtances not well knowne to us : In fine, 
ach difficulcies as is impoffible to be 
avoided in much ſpeakivg ; and that 
neither convince the Authors minde, 
nor (much leſſe) the yerity of the que- 
ſtion debared. 

The Arguments which are drawhe 
from xeafon;for the proofe or diſproofe 
of particular points, are chiefly about 
Myſteries Litfieulr in natute; againſt 
which, Heretikes ule to frame the or- 
dinaty obvious objeRions. As, againſt 
the bleſſed Trinity, how the fame thing, 
can be one and three ? agaiaſt the In- 
carnation, how the ſame perſon, tan 
be God and Man? and againſt the Holy 
Euchariſt, how can Chriſtes body, be 
divided like a homogeneall body ; or 
be at the ſame time in different places? 
fuch kind of argaments, Univer(ally, 
are hard to be anſwered: becauſe, nei- 
ther the — —— nor the auditory 
have (ulually) Philoſophy enough to 
under ſtand the ſolution: and ſotetimes, 
the anſwerer himſelſe fallech horte 

| For, 
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tive F For, not every Catholike,nor yer every 
im- 8 Catholike diſpurant , is neceflacily a 
ine, great Philoſopher, At the leaſt, if che 
de Catholike diſputant ſuſpecteth his ad- 


vetſaries ſubtility in queſtions of this 
nature, he ought either to bee provided 
for bim, or — from diiputing, or 
profele himſelfe no Maſter in ſuch ſpe. 
calations,and ſo rather wave them with 
his oe diſparagement, then attem 


me them with the dishonour of the cauſe. 

oft In other points,the objections againſt 
r- JF Catholike Truths, are generally very 
it triviall ones. As, againſt the Popes au 


thority , that there cannot be more 
heads or foundations then one;and that 


IQ Chriſt,is that one. Againſt ſatis faction 
y for finnes, that Chtiſt ſariſfyed futfi- 
e ciently for all mankinde. Agaioſt pray» 
r ing to Saints, that there is but one Me- 


diatour, or, that Saints have no cares, 
and therefore can not heare: And the 
like; which are pittifull pulpit-bables, 
to fill the mouths of weake perſons; 
as ſoone as with one of theſe they have 
troubled ſome fimple perſõ, that them- 
fclyes are fitt to diſpute with the ops 
F 6 or 
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of Rome, Such toyes , are obvious 
againſt any thing : And an exerciſed 
diſputant , can not be iguorant of the 
anſweres to them; though he may ſoone 
be weary of the employement in anſwe- 
ring them , and aſhamed of haying 
ſuffered himſelfe to be drawne unto 
it, 

As for arguments from reaſon , to 

toove Catholike Truths : | hey may 
ve as much ſtrength , as the diſpu- 
tant is capable of, For , no argument 
is ſo ſtrong, but that if it be ſhott from 
a weake hand , it may proye wholly 
blunt and impenetrant. 

And therefore , 1 leave the Catho- 
like diſputant to his owne diſcretion in 
this part: Which will tell him, that he 

t not to engage himſelfe in it, un- 
lefle he be aſſuted, both that his dart 
is a good one , and that he hath the 
dexterity to ayme it right, and the 
ſtrength to throw it howe, 

Out of this ſhort ſurvey of the na- 
ture of arguments ; a ician 
Will — diſcerne , = — 
lofle of time to fall on diſputing with 

one 
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one who is not able, or will not ſo much 
as profeſſe, to brig a demonſtcation 
for what he intendeth to prove : Ir being 
indeed to no more purpoſe , thenthe 
toſſing of balls in a tennis court, 

So that the reaſon, why wee auſwer, 
or att leaſt ought to anſw ere Hereticks 
arguments is 3 becauſe they thinke 
them demonſtrative, which are not for 
want of (ufficiency in 73 qo. and wee 
make oppoſitions which are not de- 


monſtrative , becauſe they are not able 
to judge what a demonſtration is,for to 
pleaſe them with apples,whoſe ſtomachs 


oabt ſtrong food, 
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The ſixteenth 
REFLEXION, 


On the Qualities requiſite in the 
eAuduory , that is preſent att 
the Diſpmation. 


N Aving ſaid thus much of the diſpu- 
rants;lr is reaſonable to ſay a word 
or two of the Auditory, Thoſe then, 
before whom you are to diſpute, are ei- 
ther favorable to you, or cõtraty, or in- 
different. And becauſe theſe qualities, 
ariſe either out of the underſtanding, or 
out of the will, we will take a ſurvey of 
theſe two faculties, To begin with the 
underſtanding: It is cleare,that in order 
to that, nothing rendereth a man unfirt 
to be at ſuch a diſputation , but incapa- 
city, And this, is either natutall, or for 
want of ſtudy and art, or by cuſtome. 
The incapacity of nature, is helped b 
much explication, and ſo is that which 
proceedeth from want of ſtudy : with 
this difference: that natural incapacity, 
is taken away by explicating the par- 
ticular Matter in hand (which is tole- 
table, 
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rable, becauſe it doth not draw the dif- 
puration out of its owne boundes, But 
when the incapacity is through want 
of ſtudy : lt is becauſe the diſputation 
ſ{uppoterh ſome principles, whereof the 
Auditory is ignorant. And theſe are of 
two kindes, The one, Logicall: the 
other, Theological. 

The firſt, happeneth chiefely in the 
uſe of diſputation. As, if the Auditory 
be ignorant of the forme that ought to 
be uſed in diſputing : and fo, wil have 
the diſputant play the defendants part: 
or contrariwile , the defendant act the 


di{purtiots part: or deſireth, that inſtead 
of rigorous forme, they fall on diſcour- 
fing or preachingat large. Likewiſe, 
if he be ignorant of the _= aſe of 


diſtintion : And ſo, either hindereth 
the defendant From. diſtin uiſhivg 5 
when it ĩs neceffary he ſhould, or per- 
mitteth it him, when there are not ttuly 
two ſenſes in the wordes, the diſputant 
ſpeaketh; But the defendant, by adding 
ſome wordes of his owne , ſeemech to 
gude two ſer les, where indeed there is 
but one. As for example : If the diſpu- 
— tant 


—— tt 
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tantſh uld aſſume that ic is the nature 
of a man, to have two legges: And the 
anſwerer ſhould diſtinguiſh, allowiog 
it to be the nature of white men „ but 
not of blacke men ; or the nature of 
Europe ans, but not Africans. 

Now if this be allowed, the diſpu- 
rant is wronged : For, taking his riſe 
from this , that to have two legges is 
the oature of a Man ; hee might prove 
that eAfricans have two legs, becauſe 
they are men. 

So, for want of Logcik in the reſpon- 
dent, and in the Auditory, the defendaat 
is not allowed to take the nawre of 
Man in c mmon, but is confined to the 
nature of an European, and lo is putt be- 
ſide his argument. | 

The ſecond happeneth , when the 
Auditory is ignorant of ſome Theolo= 
gicall point, with is out of the liſtes of 

e Matter; So that the debate is drawn 
to an other buſineſſe: And the Audi 
tory remaineth unſatisfyed and diſ- 
contented , thinking it is the diſ- 
putants fault, whereas it is , their 
ownc, | . 
1 After 
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After the Incapacity which arriveth 
by nature , and that which proceederh 
from want of ſtudy : I be third is. that 
which acetueth out of Cuſtome. And 
this is likewiſe twofold. The one ge- 
nerall, the other particular. 

The firſt is, when the Auditor hath 
been uſed to ſlight diſcourſes io Mat- 
ters of ſtudy or learning; and ſo never 
bendeth himſelfe to penetrate deepel 
into the propoſed queſtion, bur taket 
his reſolution by fancy, who ſpeaketh 
well, who doth nor. | | 

The particular incapacity of the Au- 
ditor proceeding from Cuſtom,is when 
he ig meanely verſed in the queſtion it 
{elfe ; and hath been uſed to heare cer- 
taine termes for the fiall ſolution of 
it; unto which when the diſputants are 
arrived, hee taketh it for granted that 
all is ſayd that can be ſayd ; and never 
conſidereth , whether the ſolution be 
ſolide , or the reply upon it be effica- 
cious , or no. 

This incapacity , is proper to balfe- 
witted men, and to that kind of ſcience 

which 
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which is called , ny Thar is , a por- 
tion great enongb to make one talke, 
and thinke himlelfe wiſe , but nor 
able to make him know any thing ſo- 
lidely. 

Thus having gone through wha: 
concerneth the underſtanding 3 We 
are now to conſider what jimperfeRions 
ſpringing from the will, may render 
an Auditory unfitt to aſſiſt att a diſpu- 
tations 

Leit the firſt be , a Vanity or ſecret 
pride , which maketh ſome men come 
to it , not to ſce the truth of the thing 
in queſtion ( for , they ſuppoſe they 
are alteady perfect in that ; as thi: king 
themſelves to know more then any 
man elſe doth; and eſtecming all know. 
edge to be but laſhes of wit) but meer. 
ly for paſle-rime , or to cenlure the diſ- 
putants. 

Now theſe Men, having no ayme or 
deſire to improve themſelves in any 
truth ; If any good happen to them, 
by — pteſent att a diſputation , it 
is againſt their will : For they ſeeke 
none. 
There 
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There is an other fort of Auditors, 
faulty through the contrary diſpoſi- 
don. Fot, they are ſo diffident of them- 
lelyes , that they dare not judge of an 
_ Or ( which is worſe , though 
poſſibly, themſelves know it not) they 
have their opinions and beliefes, ab- 
ſolutely ty ed, cither to the repute of 
wiſedome ad learning , or to the Elo- 
quenee , of ſome particular perſon they 
paſſionately eſteeme. 

Now clearcly , it were labour loſt, 
fo diſpute for their fakes , who dare 
not truſt themſelves ro ſee the evidence 


n ; Bur eicher, conferre 


afrerwardes with your adverſary 
about it , and have not an equall re- 
courſe ro you ; Or will not heare you 
ſpeake , unleſſe they hayeſome body 
by, toblott out the notions you en- 
deayonr to imprint in their under 
ſtandings , before they can ſettle in 
them. 

So that it is in vaine to caſt your ſeede 
into ſuch high wayes 3 Where the 
birdes of the ayre , are continually 

Pe: 
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picking it up, before it can take 
roote. 

A third; ( and that, the moſt. Univer- 
ſall) impetfection of the Will in an Au- 
ditour ; conliſteth in ſome afteRion or 
intereſt ; which he who hath it, either 
can not, or doth not ice. 

Some are in awe of chcir Parents, or 

ſome powerfull Friends; others, appie- 
hend their wife, or {ome familiat ac- 
— ; ſome, are afraid of pet - 
cription 3 ſome have pretences and 
hopes of tiſing in the world ; ſome, of 
marrying themſelves, or their children 
ſome, ace carried away with the eſteem 
of other perſons , either for their lear- 
ping , or for their wiſedome_; Every 
one of them, is byaſſed by ſome re- 
ſpect, or otber. 

Vet if you tell them ſoʒ they are ready 
to ptoteſt, that were the truth cyi- 
dent unto them, they would valuc none 
of theſe thinges , mote then the durt of 
their ſhooes. 

God forbid , I ſhould thiake they 
counterfeit when they ſay fo : For, 

you 
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you may often perceivein them, evi» 
dent. tokens that their hearts go along 
with their wordes ; So that they de- 
ceive themſelves , more then they do 
others. 

And (which is their greateſt unhap- 
pineſſe) they never ſufpe® that theſe 
intereſts, do ptevent their {:cing the 
trath , and binder them from pene- 


trating and ſticking,to v hat they heare 


and weakely apprehend, 


The 
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The ſeventeenth 
REFLEXION. 


What isthe beſt Manner, to find 
the irmth of Religion , by 


Conference, 


Ut of what hath been bhitherto (aid, 
it followcth , that Diſputation ſel - 
dome happeneth to be the meanes of 
advancing any man in the truth of Rev 
ligion. For, lay ing for your foundation, 
that diſputes in Religion berweene con- 
trary parties, ate not to be inſtitured, but 
for the finding out of truth; you pte- 
leutly diſcerne, that all ſuch arguments, 
as ptetend not certainly , ought to be ex - 
cluded: Elte, Religion is not to be taken 
for a ſpeculative truth. This being 
done , diſputation is in a Manner cutt 
off, All Grammaticall arguments are 
taken away and layed aſide ; as a lau- 
dable exerciſc for boyes, but unworthy 
of grave Men. 
All ſuch arguments as are called pro- 


bable , ate likewiſe baniſhed the liſts, 
T And 
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And theſe two being taken away,tbere 
remaineth little, worth the noiſe of Diſ- 
putation, 

On the other fide, in relation to the 
Auditory ; It is not to be underraken, 
but before ſuch a one as is able to judge 
of the due forme and lawes of diſputa- 
tion ; that can determine what is per- 
tinacy,what well replyed; and can mo- 
detate the heate of the diſpurants, 

Nov, ſuch a one, where may we hope 
to findeꝰSurely, men indued with parts 
fit for ſuch a purpoſe , are not to be 
mett with in multitudes. 

Therefore , to have any good pro- 
ceede from ſuch a conference; the Au- 
ditors ſhould not be above two or 
three , or ſome very ſmall company, 
For, as it is not ealy to find many, fo 
qualifyed, as is neceſſary , for ſuch an 
Action: So likewiſe , if they were 
found and aſſembled , they would not 
eaſily concurre to the right governing 
of it ; ſome of them, underſtanding 
thinges one way; ſome, another. 

After the manner of diſpuring ; and 
the qualities requiſite inthe Au _ 
at 
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that is, to be preſent att the diſputa- 
tion ; there remaineth a third — to 
be conftdered ; Which is the ſubject ot 
Matter to be diſputed of, This ought 
to be confined to ſuch points as ate ne- 
cellary to be —_— in very 
deed, this caution is offely for Catho- 
likes : all others being free to what 
eyes they can defend, doth not contta- 
di& Scripture, So that, being bound 
to maintaine nothing att all, they have 
(in their owae bchaltes) no occaſion to 
diſpute. And when they doit; it is 
meerely for the unſettling of others; 
eſpecially , of Catholikes; who onely, 
bave a ſettled rule , and are bound to 
a knowne doQrine, Whercio, if Ca- 
tholikes would hold themlelves to ſuch 
Tenets, as are truly neceſſary , without 
engaging themſelves ia others that ate 
not ſo; they would mainely diſappoint 
the large objections of their Adyer- 
{aries. 
Bur, to approach to our Concluſion, 
If diſputation do carry in it ſuch diffi- 
culties , as it can ſcarce eyer be either 
necellary or profitable ; And yet, the 
worke 
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worke of drawing to the true Religion» 
thoſe who are gone aſtray from it, be ſo 
imporrant and perpetuall as it is. What 
ſhall we determine to be the beſt courſe, 
to deale with erring people, to reduce 
them into the path of Salvation d The 
anſwer is not hard , for either their wil, 
or their underſtanding is faulty. If the 
will, you are to conſider, what be the 
particular obſtructions of it ; whether, 
ſomelove of tempotall thinges;or meer. 
ly repidity. Of the former,the common 
remedy is to inculcate the vanities of 
this world , and to repreſent what will 
become of us in the next. Tepidity, pro- 
ceedeth from not being ſuffici ac- 
quainted (as I may (ay) with the offaires 
of Religion, and the next life, ot out of a 
qullneſl: of nature, The firſt is to be- 
cured, by engaging the party in familiar 
conyerſation with good compiy,w here 
he may heare ſuch {piricuall Matters of- 
ten handled and diſcuſſed (whether it be 
by ſermons, or by diſcourles, or by col. 
loquies and conferences) whereby, in 
i\celle of time. che fire may kindle of ir 
elfe and breake out ws aquicke lems. 
— — h 
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But, the ſecond is to be wrought upon 
with feares;as, by frequent commemo- 
rati5,and of hell. fire, For, by any other 
courſe,nothing will be gained of ſuch a 
remper;eſpecially if tbe dullneſſe be of 
that nature, that allurements have little 
force upon it. 
If the fault be in the underſtanding: 
It is, becauſe the true motives of Chri- 
ſtianity , do not ſinke deepely into his 
ſoule. Now ſeeing that both experience 
and teaſou do teach us, how the ſoule 
judgeth beſt. When ir is moſt at reſt and 
in quiet, you are to draw your grant 
what you can, into a kind of ſolitude. 
That is;to chuſe the ſeaſons, when leaſt 
turmoy le, either of buſineſſe or of plea- 
{ares, doth iafeſt him: procuring alſo, 
that there be no adyerſary,at that time, 
to hinder your reaſons from taking root 
in him. For it is cerraine , that he who 
will heare nothing but in oppoſition; 
and under conteſtation: ſhall never, or 
but very ſlowly , come to underſtand 
eruthtbis ſoule being like a Ciſtrne,into 
which the water runneth by a ſpout» at 
one end, and emptieth it (elf as — 
e 
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hole at the other end. For, it as ſoone as 
one maketh a propoſition or ſhort diſ- 
courſe to enlighten the hearers under» 
ſtanding, that hee may ſee the truth of 
what is layed before him ; an other atr 
his elbow preſently croſſeth ir, ſaying ir 
is falle, or rayſing difficulties, before it 
be rightly apprehended, ſuch a man ſhal 
never come to underſtand what is {aid 
to him, Not but that happily be may 
ger ſome glimpſe of it: But it will be 
ike a flying vition ; which permitteth 
not the judgement to worke upon it, 
' Let him therefore weigh deliberatly 
with himſelfe, how Religion is the ſe- 
riouſeſt, the ſevereſt, and the moſt im- 
portant affaire we have, or can haye in 
our whole lives: That it containeth 
many propoſitions or parts; that eyery 
one of them, requireth a quiet and a 
ſertled judgement to determine it: That 
this judgment can not be made by him, 
but in a calme, ſerene, and quiet poſition 
and ſtate of his braine : And after all 
this, he will clearly ſee,thar ir is impoſ- 
fible,he ſhould be able to performe chat 
duty of Aſſent which is required in ſo 
PLATES G2 grave 
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grave a concernement 3 whiles two ad- 
verſaries doe diſquiet and importune 
him with their earneſtneſſe and wran- 

ling ; in which their ſayings doe ſlide 
by with great violence, and multiply 
themſelves , before any one of them 
can be quierly poſſeſſed. 

But, what then ? Malt he not heare 
oppokitions , and the conflict of both 

arties 2 Ves, by all meanes. But 
in doing ſo; he muſt be fore , firſt, to 
make himſelfe Maſter of what one 

arty ſayth : And when he findeth 
Bim elfe able to propoſe his difficulty 
to the bottome ; then, in the name of 
God , let them encounter the adverſe 
party, For , when onely two ratio- 
nall men diſcourſe of a point, it will 
not be bard for him who ſeeketh truth, 
to penetrate ſo farre as to {ee whether 
or no the adverſe party is able to give 
latis faction to the argument propo - 
led. 

If he can ſalve it; then no change 
ought to be made in the inquirers opi- 
nion aud judgement; ſeeing both ſides 
are equall. | 

But 


, — 
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But if he can not, then it is apparent 
on which fide the truth lyeth ; as farre 
as may be diſcerued, out of the learning 
of theſe two men. 

So that, we may conclude there is 
no ſolide way but this, of arriving to 
truth in matters of Religion: To con- 
verle firſt with the maintainer of one 
opinion : Afterwardes, with the main- 
tainer of the contrary opinion: with 
both of them, as much without paſſion, 
as is poſſible: But never to bring them 
to conflict together; when, both ani» 
moſity, and ſhame of beivg overcome, 
ſhall debauch their endeayours 3 and 
their quicke replyes , and many ame 
bayes , ſhall leave the auditour unable 
to judge ſolidely of what they fay ; 
though there were nothing beſides , to 
obſcure and binder the cleare fight of 
T ruth, 


G 3 
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The eighteenth 
REFLEXION. 


On what is learning : Andhow 
miſtaken. 


| finde ſtill remaining, a diſadyantage to 
IL the diſputant of either fide * which I 
muſt ſtrive to remove, if it be poſſible. It 
is a certaine pre- poſſeſſion, ſetiled in the 
beliefe of the Auditory , or of him that 
is to be perſwaded ; of the learning and 
goodueſſe of ſome priyate perſon or 
Do@our;upon whole authority, truly, 
dependeth the beliefe of the party; 
though perhaps he pretendeth the au- 
thotity of Scripture , or of Fathers, or 
ſome other rule for his aſſent. This en- 
forced by cuſtom (as impetuous a caule, 
almoſt , as nature it ſelfe) lyeth like a 

reat loade upon the heart of him, who 

ath a long time ( either by his owne 
judgment, or by the conſtant cry of his 
neighbours, and of thoſe with whom he 


conyerſerh ) fixed and redoubled in bim- 
ſelfe 
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ſelfe a d apprehenſion of ſuch a 
perſons ability and h neſt y. 

I ſhall therefore adde bere,ſome few 
markes, or rather diſtiactions, of lear- 
ning to binder men from erring in 
their judgments concerning it, 

And hrſt | muſt note, = there are 
diyers ſortes of learning : And that ir 
doth not follow, that he who is eminent 
in one ſort, muſt therefore(of neceſſity) 
excel in another, Ge » Phyſicke, 
Law, — Meta 3 and D. 
vinity 3 are all of them different ſorts of 
learning; all, fo independent of one 
another , that he who is excellent in 
one of them, may have but a ſmall 
ſhare in any of the reſt. Nevertheleſſe, 
I often ſee that, ifa man bath any of 
theſe in ſuch a meaſure as to deſerve re- 
putation for it ; the common fort of 
people thinketh he knoweth all things, 
and hath recourſe to him for what be- 
longeth to other ſcience : As if all 
learning oodde one , becauſe the 
name is but one, Nor is this proper to 
the vulgar alone; but even they of bet- 
tet ranke, do often miſtake the true 

wet: ind 
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Lind of learning that concerneth theic 
preſent occaſion and purpoſe ; expe - 
ing. to finde it in him. who bath ſome- 
whar like it : as will appeare by fur- 
ther diſcourſe. 

The next obſervation then which 
we have to make, is, That not every 
ability which is oftentimes taken for 
learning , is truly ſuch ; though ir bee a 
commendable quality , and ſuch a one 
as peradyentare belongeth properly to 
learned men; however others acquire 
it , and there by gainethe opinion of 
being learned men. Of this kiade, is 
the knowledge of languages. The 
which,are divided into two ſortes;ſome 
of them being termed yulgar tongues 
others learned, The name of vul- 
pur imparted ordinarily , that ſuch a 
anguage is ſpoken naturally in fome 
country, and is proper to the people of 
that place, orto ſome part of it, That 
— generally accounted lear- 
ned, which requireth bookes to the lea- 


ving of it, and hath gtammers and di- 
Aionaries to Study it by. Though in- 
deed , the terme of a learned language 
hath a higher ſigniſication; to witte, a 


rall 

being brought into our — eli. 
mates from the Eaſtern ones; and being 
firſt written in the languages of — 
parts they have gotten the 8 
tive among us to be eſtemed the learnd 
ones. Firſt,the Latine came out of Ita 
ly; then the Gteeck, then the Hebrew 
and conſequently , the Arabick, the 
Syriack , the Chaldaick , even the Per- 
ſian , the Cophtick , andthe Abyffivez 
though the principall ones , are the 
three firſt ; in which, the Chiefe of (ci. 
ences, Divinity, is originally delive= 
red urito us. Out of which it is cleare; 
that the knowledge of theſe language 

in themſelves, is not true learning ; — 
that it is the knowledge of thinges de 
liyered in them, which deſetveth truly 
to be eſteemed ſo: and the knowledge 
of languages, onely inſtrumetall to true 
— or learning, fo that, as we 


do not accompt a mau who is expert in 
French, Spaniſh,and Italien (properly 
ſpeaking) to be a learned mi for having 


them , but a well · qualifyed Gentlem 
— | oo 
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la like manner, we ſhould alſo ſay of 
bim who is expert in the Orientall, ot 
learned languages, that by ſuch excel- 
lency alone, he doth not deſerve the 
title of a learned man ; but of a well- 
qualifyed man; ranking this quality (in 
its due degree)with the arts of Muſike, 
deſiguing, Painting, Fencing, Dancing, 
kding , and ſuch other innocent em- 
22 of uabuſied perſons. Vet, 
cauſe they are as it were a ſteppe to 
Feigen do belong to learned per- 
ſons , they have a higher ranke then 
thoſe lowe and — fancytull ex- 
ereiſes, both in themſelves, — in their 

clayme to the attribute of learning. 
I his miſtake of the terme learving, 
in applying it to the knowledge of 
wordes ; is of lo great conſequence, 
that it forceth me to looke further into 
the nature of learning, Learving then, 
is that which is made and begotten in a 
Man by teaching. A teacher, is a maſter 
and an inſtructour. Now, ſeeing that 
the exerciſe of both theſe qualities, is 
proper to men, and not to beaſts; he is 
truly a teacher , who teacheth thoſe 
thinges 
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thinges which belong to Man as Maut: 


That is to fay , ſuch thinges as make 
him more man, or more perfect in the 
nature of man ; which are, thoſe on 
which dependeth the goverament of 
bimſelfe, The doing of this, depen- 
deth firſt and — of Divinity 
among Chriſtians, as of Metaphyſikes 
and Morals, in the way of pure nature, 
It dependeth in the next place , on the 
knowledge of the world , the which 18 
taught who the (cience of — or 
of naturall Philoſophy : And to this, 


Arubmeucł and Geometry are neceſſary: 
_ peradyenture theſe two may 


alſo bave an other clayme , upon their 
owne right for admittance , to a ſhare 
of informing our ſoule of nature, ſeeing 
that Quantity is the higheſt condition 
of naturall thinges or bodyes. 

After theſe,the notion offlearning, is 
derived to the ſcience of Medicine or 
Phyfike , by which we governe our 
bodyes, Laſtly,and of all the reſt moſt 
— the knowledge of Law, by 
which we governe our fottunes : our 
diſordinate affections, having made ir 
SEE. 7 G 6 ne- 
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neceſlarytous , and ina man ner apart 
of the — our ſelves. 
Theſe then, and onely theſe know 
ledges do make a learned man. What 
be des theſe, is called learni s is 
through miſtake of the name: All other 
knowledges , belonging onely to ſome 
accidenrall action, or circumſtance of 
mans life 3 not to the governing of him 
as heis man. Not that I will quarrell 
about the uſe of the word: But l ende 
vour to prevent the abuſe of the thing: , 
ariſing from the æquivocation of the 
word, For , itimporteth not how the 
name is uſed 3 as being att the will of 
the Speakers: bur it importerh, that 
the well-meaning auditor be not abuſed 
by the miſtaking of that for reall aud 
tcue tearning , which is not ſo , nor can 
availe him for his pretended uſe and be- 
hoofe, Lett this then be concluded , 
thatno Knowledge of wordes „ ma- 
eth a learned man 3 but onely the 
knowledge of thoſe thinges which 
belong to the Goveruement of mans 
life. 
There is yet an other quality, which 
al more 
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more ſeemingly, though peradventure 
not with ſo good ground, pretendeth 
to the — of learning. It is a 
faculty of talking of thoſe thinges 
which ſciences or true learning do pro- 
feſſe and teach. And becauſe true tea 
ching conſiſt eth in a vetball, and that 
chiefely orall delivery of the teachers 
minde ; this hath a ſtrange force 
(mong perfons , not well able to judge 
of the matter ir ſelfe) to petſwade that 
ſuch ralkers ate truly learned. He nee- 
deth have a ſtrong judgement, to be able 
to avoyde the ſnares theſe men ule to 
lay, The knottes of their æquivoca- 
tions, ate to cloſe ; the thread of their 
diſcourſe , is ſo ſubtle ; the ſmoothneſſe 
of their wordes, and the well-ordering 
of their pathetick expreſſions , is to pe- 
netrant ; that no ordiagary Auditor can 
eſcape them. Hee who is to ys with 
ſuch agameſter , muſt either be truly. 
ks, or beyond meaſure cautions, 
And yet (as I ſaid before) this plauſible 
ſpeaker , hath not ſo faire a clayme to 
learning , as the Grammarian hath, 
againſt whom we lately N 

Og 
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For, the Grammarian, truly knoweth 
what he profeſſerh: But this man, after 
he hath made a diſcourſe of an houre 
long , after he bath quice perſwaded 
you : If after all this you have accefle 
to the cabinet of his ſoule, and there 
enquire of him, what opinion himſelfe 
hath , of what he bath ſo handſomely 

ken, and that he will ingeniouſly 
cloſe bis heart to you: he will tell 
ou, that he knoweth not whether what 
bo hath ſayd be true or no , but att the 
moſt,that of any thing Be knoweth,ir is 
the likelieſt to be true. Some ages pal- 
ſed, there was in one of our Univerſi- 
ties a man, who having made a long 
ſpeech in defence of Chriſtian religion, 
with exceeding great applauſe of all his 

auditory , who were ravished and full 
ſatisfyed with what he bad ſayd , tis, 
through exceſle of yaniry ( the predo= 
minant hamour of ſuch falters) breake 
out into this horride blaſphemy. Little 
feſws ! how much art thou beholding 
tome ? For if I wou'd have ſpoken 
apainſt thee , how farre more effica- 
ctouſly could I haye declaymed ? The 
: ſtory 
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ſtory ſayth , that he was ſuddenly 
ſtrucken with ſuch a loſſe of memory, 
that he was faine to learne of new to 
reade. Deſervedly hee: But what I de- 
duce out of this relation, is, ficſt, that his 
' reaſons , though in his o ne judgment 
they were not efficacious, yet they con- 
vinced the wholeanditory; and that, of 
vo common perſons. By which we may 
underſtand, that the reaſons he brought, 
were not demonſtrations ; nor were the 
beſt that might have been alledged for 
that ſubjeR; Celſe better could not have 
been oppoſed.) And nevertheleſſe they 
carricd fo great an Auditory, From 
whence we way inferre, bow violent a 
power, the force of this art of talking 
muſt neceſlarily have upon the ordinary 
ſort of men , to make them take their 
Maſter for a great Doctor. An other 
note that l na upon this occaſion, is 


that all the talking of ſuch men, is not, or 
ought not to bee, ſafficient to perſwade 
us, not onely, that tney ſpeake the truth, 
but even, that they ſpeak their owne 
mindes. And after all their earneſtneſſe, 
we may ſuſpect their diſcourle is ca 

>. ut 
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but to comply with the humour of the 
times , or to promote their preſent inte- 
reſt , or to pleaſe their auditors, Tilly 
profeſſch the ſame of his Oratours; and 
layth he alſo practiſed it himſelfe. But 
here I may not omitt the ſtory of that ex- 
pert generall and underftanding man, 
H anuball the Cacthaginian. Antiochus 
having furnished him with a puiſſant 
and flouriſhing army, would entertaine 
him alſo with an Otation, concerning 
the att of warre,and the manner how he 
ought to proceede in it, made by a fa- 
mous and long-praRifed Oratour, Phar- 
mio: who inthe preſence of Antiochus 
and his Captaines, diſcourſed to Hanni- 
bal of this {ies to the great applauſe 
and admiration of all that heard him , 
excepting Hannibal ; who being asked 
To liked him, anſwered that in all 
his life-time he bad never heard ſuch an 
old dotardly foole prate. A ſtrangecen- 
fare, one would thinke, on a man ſo ge- 
nerally exacted andcryed up. Vet if we 
conſider, that Phormio had learned his 
kill of warte, onely in written diſcour- 
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field and in action it ſelfe; wee may 
eaſily conceive that Phormios Oration 
talk ed of thinges in the ayre , and fo 
med bis es in his fancy; whereas 
Hanibal had ſtudied the thinges in 
themſelves ; and ſo, knew groundedly 
what he ſpoke ; and faw that all the 
Oratours glorious ſpeech , was but a 

ainted pageant , not any eſtectuall ex- 

ibition o Heruh. Hence we may con- 
clude, that the ability of diſcourſing in 
a high ſtraincand in a pathetike manner, 
is no argument of true learning in him 
that exerciſeth it; unleiſe juggling and 


folly in impertinency , may for 
bare + Who were better talkers, or 
bettet diſcourſers then the Academikes? 
Yet their profeſſion was, that they had 


no truth; and that (indeed) there was 
none to be found, 
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The nineteenth 
REFLEXION. 


On what Divinity; And who 


is a Divine. 


12 us now apply this to practiſe, 
and to our preſent ſubject. Religion 
(as we have already ſaĩd) is the moſt im · 
portant and the moſt fieceſlary buſineſſe, 
that belongeth to Mans nature and 
action. Ie is fo piecilcly ouc, that if a 
man chance to miſtake in it, be the 
cauſe what it will , he is loſt for evet. 
For, as hee that miſſeth his way, comeih 
not to his journeyes end; whether ĩt be 
his fault, or others miſguidance, that 
hath made him miſſe his way, So, who 
treadeth not in the true path of Religion, 
never arriveth at eternall happineſſes lett 
the fault lye where it will. Now , if 
learning in Religion, be the skill ofſhew- 
ing the path to heaven; and if all the 
great noiſe that theſe talkers make, hel- 
peth one. neyer a ſteppe thitherwards, 

as 


pm» my my ons 5 


”" ©» = ee TOW = e 


dt... A AM as. V a. a5 Ro RS = 


Controverſ5-Logicke. 16; 


as not delivering any point of truth that 
may be relyed upon: lt is evident, that the 
pretended learning of ſuch perſons , is 
much further from the notion of true 
learning , thenthe Grammar learning 
we {poke of before. For though learning 
be lowe ad meane , as being onely of 
wordes; yet, of them att leaſt the Gram- 
marian bath knowledge, Whereas this 
ptating. this parrate-yertue; though it be 
of thinges; yet is it not a ſcience of them; 
but all is mcere wordes and winde, 
I heare them reply (as they want nei 
ther wordrs , nor impudence to diſpute 
againſt evidence , ) that though it is 
true they promiſe no certainty, becauſe 
none can be had;yet they make out bigh 
probability ; which is the Princeſle that 
| governeth humane affaires. I will not 

at preſent diſcuſle whether there be any 
certainty or no. It is enough that the 
Catholike Church profeſſeth certainty» 
and ever hath done ſo: and nature fore 
ceth even the denyers of this truth, to 
act as if they had certainty, in petſwa- 
ding and forcing others to their opi- 
nions. But I wiſh that theſe men would 


ſpeake 
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ſpeake plaine Engliſh; and that in liey 
of this quaint terme High probability, 
they would tell us the meaning of it u 
wordes, that honeſt men may undet- . 
ſtand. 

Lett me ſee if I can helpe them. That 
which they meane by prohability, muſt 
either be, ſome accelle towardes truth, 
on the objects ſide ; Or a ſtrong per 
ſwaſion made inthe Auditor. If it b 
a perſwaſion Inthe Auditory , without 
any approach to the object; clearely,it 
fignifyeth nothing elſe but a big! 
cheare, or an excellent juggle . with 
prayſe, neither may I deny, nor do! 
envy , to ſuch men, Then , for the 
objects fide ; If there be no fixedneſle 
or certainty of the object, by all the 
arguments of this high Oratour : I can 
not comprebend , there is more in all 
he ſayth , then peradventare it is true 
prradventure nos. 

So that, High Probability, fignifyeth 
High Peraduenture. Which bow gr 
a Non- ſence it is, if applyed to fixed}; 
verities, that are not ſubject to the mu- 
tability of change and chance (that is, 


how 
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bow ridiculouſly iris applyed to Reli. 
gion, and to truths of faith )is evident to 
— man. If now, men will 
zeedes have one termed a Divine, be- 

uſe he can thus fincly taike in the 
ayre,of God, and of thinges belonging 
o him; he muſt be a Divine af blind 
Tireſias his tribe , who in the Poet 
profefleth his Divioity in thele 
rermes z 

O Lacertiade ! 


Lnicquid dic am; aut erit, aut non: 
Divinare etenim , magnus mihi dona: 


Apollo. | 
The laſt parc of the reply, telleth us, 


that Probabiliry governeth all human 


action, I deny it not, But withall, I 
take notice, that Action, is one thing: 


= Beliefe, an otber, 


Human action, is about the gaining 
of a future End, which dependeth on 
fallible principles ; as all mortall 
thin 3 Which are continuall 
involved in a thouſand uncertainties 
and changes, 


_ —— 
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But faith, is of unchangeable verities; 
which nothing hath power to make 
otherwiſe, then it is already ſettled. It i 
a parallel to ſcience; I meane to true 
ſcience ; ſuch as we ſe exerciſed in Ges- 
metry; for which, no man looketh into 
— rms And to expect that faith 
uld depend on probabilities , is no 
leſſe ridiculous then to thinke the like 
of Geometry; ſince it is more neceſlary, 
and more important then Geometry; and 
the way to heaven ĩs miſled with greater 
danger and loſſe, then Geometry is neg- 
lected. Therefore it were a great folly 
to imagine, that faith ſhould nor be as 
cettaine, and as eaſy to arrive unto , as 
Geometry is: But that, whiles there are 
certaine and infallible rules for the meas 
ſuring of lines and angles there ſhouldbe 
no certainer courſe to ſecure ones etet- 
nall happineſſe and, avoyde endeleſſe 
woe, then to venture it upon the hazard 
of the dice, or to play it att croſſe and 
pile: For, bis condition is no bettet then 
ſo , that taketh his faith and Religion, 
upon the recommendations of Proba - 

bility, Hp. 
But 
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But, when ones affection is 
once enga » it maketh his cares 
flow , and his underſtanding dull, 
to any thing that can be ſaid in oppo- 
ſition to what it is ſett upon. And ſo, 
me thinkes I heare theſe men redouble 
their complaint, and aske me with in- 
dignation ; whatcan we thinke ? that 
one who hath ſpent 30. or 40. yeares 
ſowell , ſhould after ſo long earneſt 
ſtudy be ſtill acconnted an unlearned 
man d To this queſtion , I dare ſcarce 
reply what is fitting. Vet with their 
leave, Iſhall aske againe of them,whe- 
ther he that ſhould have ſpent 30. — 
40. yeares in _ ragges out © 
the — rniſh the — milles, 
or had cryed card-matches as long; 
muſt of neceſſity, be thought worth a 
thouſand pound a yeare att the end of 
his labour; though no exceptions could 
be made againſt him, either for dili- 

ce in getting, or frugality in con- 
— what be had In like 
manner; he that will judge a right of a 
ſcholler or learned man ; muſt , not 
onely reckon up the yeares of his 
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ſtudy , and the paines and induſtry he 
hath employed in it; but conſider alſo 
in what he bath beſtowed ir, For, if it 
were applyed , onely to ſeeke our the 
proptieties of Latin, and Greek words; 
if onely in Criticiſmes „ whether 
of Grammer , ot of Hiſtory ; It will 
avayle him no more towards the atrai. 
ning of true learning, then tbe ſelling 
of Card-matches,towardes the purcha. 
ſing aMannour of a thouſand pounds a 
yeare. 

But perad venture ſome may object, 
that the compariſon holdeth not in 
theſe two caſes, For, the Student here 
ſpoken of , is ſuppoſed to have ſpent 
his age, not in turning over tryffling 
bookes 3 but much of ir, in reading the 
holy Scriptures and Fathers; in which, 
by our owne confeſſion, true learning 
is contained. Therefore how can he 
be ſulpected of ignorance and want of 
learning ? Nevertheleſle , even this 
objection ſhaketh not my reſolution, 
Onely, it obligeth me to take new in- 
formation, of What it was he looketh 
for, all this while, jo thoſe learned 

books, 
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books. It is ſayd of the Kinges of Nar« 
ſioga and of Pegu, that in their proſpe- 
rities,they gathered ſuch yaſt treaſures, 
both of pretious mettals and ſtones, that 
they were faine to lett them lye heaped 
upin great courts, becauſe chambers 
were not able to containe them ; the 
Succellour eyer yying to out doe his 
Predeceffour. Now | aske if a dung- 
hill cocke had been turned into — 
courtes , how much richer would he 
have come out then he went in? Cer- 
tainely, nothing att all: Becauſe he loo - 
ked not there for the heades of Gold or 
Diamonds; but ſearched about for ſome 
graines of wheate or barley , or ſcrat- 
ched the ground for ſome wormes, and 
ſuch chinges fict for his ſtomack, 

In like manner: when a yoog Gentle- 
man that travelleth into forraine coun- 
tries upon pretence of endeavouring 
thereby to enable himſelfe ; if during 
his abode in any great citry, as Paris or 
Rome, his enquiry is after nothing, but 
where the beſt Tavernes and entertain- 
ments are; Can it be expected, that att 
bis returne home, be ſhould be able to 

0 — giye 
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give a good account in ſubſtantiall 
matters of the places he bath been in? 
So, if theſe great Students looke into 
the ſcriptures or Fathers , to find ont 
what a Metreta, or aCorris,or an Ephod 
is, or in fine, ſift out Genealogies or 
Chronologies, and ſpend there fourty 
eares in ſuch peddling divinity; can it 
be imagined that att the end of them, 
they ſhould be any neerer the true qua- 
lity of Divines , then when they be- 
an ? 

Beſides , though they ſhould ſeeke 
for true knowledge ; yer if they take 
not the right way , it is impoſſible they 
ſhould ever acquire it. As thoſe pi- 
Qures which are contrived by the in- 
—_—_— of Mathematicians, to 

looked upon , either through 
ſome kind of glaſle,or purely by choo- 
ſing a certaine poſition , do require 
ſome one determinate Situation for the 
eye to be placed in; elſe they appeare 
not: ſo, is the nature of all wordes and 
their objects, as farre as the truths are 
dependent from the cloatbing of the 
wordes, 


Eſpe- 
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Eſpecially , there is a degree of at- 
rention belonging to them: which if ic 
be too little, the words are not under 
ſtood : If too great ; that which before 
was cleareto you , becometh dimme 
by equivocations of wordes and their 
conſtructions : And the more you look 
upon them without paſſion, the more 
changeable is their aſpect to you, and 
you grow leſſe certaine of what they 
meane, Whereas „ with Reaſon it 
fareth contrary wile. The more, and 
the more mY you looke upon 
a demonſtration ; the more cleate, and 
the more certaine it becometh to you. 
Therefore in a text where Reaſon and 
the nature of the wordes , do concurre 
to the explication of thoſe wordes;they 
will be better underſtood by arguments 
from Reaſon, then the ſenſe and reaſon 
from the wordes : And when eyer ir 
happeneth , that the ſenſe and meaning 
15 certaine by reaſon , but the text or 
letter ambiguous, it is evident, that the 
latter ought to be governed by the for- 
mer, And accordingly , they who in 
matter of Religi .d > receive know= 

H 2 lege 
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ledge of the trnths belonging to it,by a 
way notdepending on a certaine forme 
of wordes ; have a mighty advantage 
inthe explication of ſcripture, over 
thoſe who do but, as it were,ſhake the 
wordes together like lottes in a bagge: 
which is the condition of thoſe who 
have nothing bat the bare wordes of 
ſcripture to rely upon, to underſtand 
the true meaning of them. It is not thẽ 
the number of yeares,that a man bath 
ſpent in turning over the bible , or that 
he hath employed in reading greeke 
and latin authors, which can juſtify him 
to be a great Divine: but there muſt be 
conſidered alſo, what be ſought there , 
and how he ſought it; and with what 
freedome from paſſion and parrtiality ; 
which alone hath a huge ſtroke in 
making a man underſtand rightly or 
erroneouſly what he readeth. 

Upon this occaſiõ, there cometh into 
my minde a truth; which peradyenture 
may ſeem a Paradox; but being looked 
into, will appeare evident of ſelfe : 
and it is , that a boy , who can neither 
write nor reade , may be a greater Di- 

vine 
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-vine them ſome man who hath ſtudyed 
ſcripture his 40, yeares. He who doub- 
teth of this; lett him remember, that 
divinity hath for its End, the know- 
ledge of thele rraths which are to 
guide us to beaven;and that rhe know« 
ledge of them is ſo neceſſary that 
. it. no excuſe of that ignorance 
can binder our periſhing erernally;and 
therefore, that the knowledge of them 
ought to be as certaine , as any de- 
monſtration can be, Then, lett him 
conſider, that 40. yeares ſtudy may be 
employed, without arriving (by: the 
force of ſuch ſtudy) ro demonſtration 
{ufficient to aſſure a man of all * 
neceſſary, as the hundred yeares debate 
betweene Catholicks and Proteſtants, 

(without being one foote further ad- 

vanced , then the firſt day) doth amply 

make manifeſt, The concluſion then is 

evident, for as much as concerneth the 
ſtudents part , that 4o, yeares ſtudy 

doth noth neceſſarily make a man aDi- 

vine. Now lett us turue to the other 

ſide „ and conſider, a childe of ,a 
dozen yeares old , never putr 
H 3 to 
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to Schoole , farther then in the Church 
to be taught in a Catechiſticall way the 
ſamme of Chriſtian doQrine ; and to 
know that it is to be held beciufe it is 
deſcended from Chriſt, by the perpe- 
tuall handing it from age to age in the 
whole Catholike Church. And lett us 
enquire whether this child be a Niyige 
or no. If the queſtion be of the matter: 
He knowerh what is ſufficient for him, 
to bring him to heaven 3; to breede in 
him the love of God, and obedience to 
the Church, ſet by God to direct us in 
doing our duties for the attaining eter- 
nail ſalvation. 
Agaive, this childe hath that ground 
for his beliefe , which is more certaine 
then any demonſtration in Euclide or 
Archimedes. Why then ſhould we 
doubt but that this boy bath all that is 
neceſſary for the being a Divine; and 
much more, then ns, Lk ſtudied pre- 


tender to divinity can ſhew for bim- 
ſelfe ? One _ object, that be doth 


not penetrate the force of ſucceſſion, 
which is the foundation upon which 
Bur 
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But whether that be or no, thisis 
certaine ; that be holdeth ir upon that 
rule and Principle, And if weſhould 
oblige a ſcience , or any kind of certi- 
tude , to underſtand throughly all irs 
principles , we muſt take away all 
{ſciences but Metaphyſikes, and blotte 
out of Logike, the diſtinction of ſcien- 
ces ſubalternatire and ſubalternated, 
and deny Geometry and Arithmetike 
to be ſciences becauſe the moſt of Ma- 
thematicians do not underſtand, nor 
reach the force of thoſe Maximes, by 
which a ſyllogiſme neceſſitateth our 
afjent. 

Peradyenture, ſome may reply that 
divinity, properly, fignifyeth a ſcience 
drawne out of articles of faith, either 
alone,or joined with certainties of Phi- 
loſopby : And that this boy can not 
pretend to ſuch a ſcience, To this we 
anſwere , that ſpeaking rigorouſly in 
the uſe and phraſe of the Schoole , 
Theology or divinity fignifyeth indeed 
ſuch a quality as the objecter ſayth. 
But in ancient writers, it is alſo taken 
for the knowledge of faith 3 And that 
H 4 when 
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when we ſpeake of a boys being a Di. 
vine, wee meane it in this latter ſenſe, 
Nevertheleſſe, if the compariſon be 
made in the former ſenſe of the ſcience 
of divinity , (which is properly (ach ; 
and which neither of them hath) the 
boy is neerer to it, then this Doctor. 
Far, as it is true, that he who know 
eth never a demonſtration in Euclide , 
can not be called a Geometrician , 
though he have learned the Axiomes 
and Petitions and definitions premiſed 
before the demonſtrations : ſo, neither 
is he aDivine that knoweth onely faith 
yet (to continue the ſame compariſon) 
as he who acknowledgeth the defini- 
tions and other prerequiſite truths , is 
neerer being a Geometrician , then he 
who doubteth of them: ſo , the boy, 
who believeth all the articles of Chri- 
ſtian faith which be already knoweth ; 
and hath the rule by which to be cer- 
caine of any other, when they are pro- 
poled to him ; is neerer being a Divine, 
then be who calleth himſelfe a Divine; 
becauſe for 40. yeares together he 


bath doubted and diſputed of the Prin. 
ciples 
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ciples of divinity ; which muſt be a- 
reed unto , before divinity it ſelfe can 
ſo much as commenced, And out 
of this, may eaſily be anderſtood, bow 
great a cheate and impoſture is pur 
upon well-meaning people, when ſuch 
reachers arete Divines, and palle 
for Doctors: ho truly are but petty 
ſopbiſters and wravglers in that noble 
and holy ſcience. 
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The twentieth 
REFLEXION. 


Onthe Civilitiesto be uſed, in trea- 
ting of Controverſies. 


BY it is no eaſy Matter to allay a 
paſſion once ray{ed. One objeRion 
cannot be ſo ſoone quelled, as an other 
boyleth up and breaketh forth. And 
ſo the ſame men preſſe, that be their 
Maſters learned or ignorant; howcver, 
they are good morall men, and that ci- 
vility att leaſt is due to them, and that 
they ought to be treated with bonour 
— reſpect. Farre be it from me to 
deny it. For, civility is a duty betweene 
man and man, upon the {core ot man- 
hood; not upon any fpirituall account: 
and therefore, every one who mak eth 
not himſelfe unworthy , is the object 
of it. But leaſt, out of geuerall ſayings, 
there ſhould grow miſtakes in parti- 
cular ; it is F. we ſhould a little un- 
fold the common Axiome. 

The 


3... 9 |... oy SS 5 


Controverſy-Logicke, 181 


The name of — » cometh from 
that of a Citty : becauſe, both firſt, and 
moſt generally, the ſweeteneſſe of be- 
haviour exprelled in this terme, is ſeene 
and practiſed in Cities, It extendeth 
it ſelfe no farther then to conyerſation; 
thoſe vertues, which beate a man to 
goodneſſes of more ſerious conſideta- 
tions, purchaſing to themſelves nobler 
denominations, It confiſteth of two 
parts : Theone negative, to prevent 
offence; the other poſitive, to afford 
content and ſatisfaction, It dwelleth 
(as molt vertues do ) betweene two 
contrary vices ; being infeſted with 
rudeneſle below, and with flattery 
above. Its matter, is both in Action and 
in wordes. Ruſticity, is in action, boy- 
ſterous; in wordes, offenſive. Adula- 
tion, is in action, Apiſh, in wordes, hy- 
perbolicall and lying, Now Civility, 
in all act ions, bewareth giving offence, 
and is prompt to any convenient ſer- 
vice. In wordes, as farre as it can, it 
taketh no notice of others defects, and 
giveth the true poiſe to their perfe- 


ions. And human actions are fo or- 
H 6 dered 
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dered by God and Nature , thatthere 
are very few , which lye notopen to 
reprehenſion on ſome fide or other; 
and none, but may deſerve to be com- 
meded for ſomething, ſo thar it is in the 
power of ajudicious man, to commend F 
or to diſcommend,with truth, the acti- 
ons of any man whatſoever: And much 
more, the actions of thoſe perſons , 
unto whom a great vatiety both of 
actions and of qualities, muſt neceſſa- 
rily appertaine. 

Prudence therefore ought to govern 
Civility (as it doth other vertues) and 
inſtru a man, When, and how farre , 
in particular circumſtances, any Acti- 
on is to be blamed or commended. And 
as it governeth the language that be- 
longeth to civility,{o it ought to do the 
like in the action relating to it, which 
are apt to fall into exceſſe or defect, 
unleſſe the bridle of Prudence do guide 
them ro march in the ſtreight middle 
path. Out of all which it is apparent to 
the diſcreet Reader , that the modera- 
tion of Civility, is a taſke hard enough 
to deſcribe ; and many times diſputable 

on 
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both fides , how farre the duty of it 
obligeth. 
To apply this doQrine to our parti- 


| cular uſe, we muſt adde one little note 


with ir , that thecivility exhibited , 

may be in reſpe& of the preſent action 

or "my out of which the action for- 

mally is conlidered; or elſe , in reſpect 

7 ſome other quality of the ſame per- 
on. 

To ſpeake more clearly. A Ca- 
tholike „ who wiriteth or —— 
apainſt a Proteſtant, or conferreth 
with him, may deferre to him, either 
in his very argumet, or in other things 
not concerning it, as, he may acknow- 
ledge him an eloquent man, a good 
Lioguiſt, a ſubtile Critike , or ſome 
other commendation belonging to 
either his underſtanding or his will: 

Or elſe, that his argument is good, 
or hard to be ſolved , or that his skill 
in divinity , is extraordinary , or 
the like. Now as for this laſt com- 
mendation ; It is evident that it can 
not be given him without prejudice to 
the cauſe the Catholike W 

An 
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And therefore , even if it ſhould prove 
true (which it is impoſſible it ſhoud ) 
Prudence would adviſe his adverſary to 
wave taking notice of it, as farre as in» 
genuity will allow him, But he needeth 
not appreh&d being reduced to ſtreights 
upon this account, For, Proteſtant ar- 
guments out of authority , are eafily 
anſwered : And if ſome drawne from 
reaſon, be difficult and intricate;it is, be- 
cauſe that nature upon which the que» 
{tion dependeth , is obſcure and un- 
knowne; not becauſe the Divinity part 
hath any ſpeciall difficulty in it. What 
the pitch of Divinity is, that a Prote- 
ſtant may arrive unto, ee have already 
declared, As for othcr qualities both 
hamanity requireth we ſhould afford 
them a friendly cſtecme of their good 
parts ; and the very ayme we have in 
diſcourſing withthem, (which is, to 
change their judgements, to agree with 
ours ) maketh it no ſmall part of our 
buſineſſe, to proceede with a faire and 
uſt difference tow ardes themʒif we un- 
detſtand; how much the will conferteth 
to incline the judgement , and how 
Power- 
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+ = wrong courteſy is over the 
will. 

As for the — themſelves ; 
it is neceilary (eſpecially in writing, 
which alloweth deſcending to many 
—— to ſhew that they ate but 

ight ones, and that they proceede out 

of ignorance , and that they imply a 
great diſtortion in the will of him that 
maketh them (which onely cauſeth 
them to be well eſtecmed of) and the 
like,according as there ſhall be cauſe, 
It is neceſſary alſo to diſplay , how the 
producer of ſuch arguments, is not g 
man to be replyed upon nor bath thoſe 
qualities which are requiſite in a 
teacher. For , either his braine is 
weake ; or the will of maintaining an 
evill cauſe , worketh upon him to 
throw out pitrifull and triviall obje- 
Rions , inſtead of framing ſtrong and 
ſolide ones, which is the worſe condi- 
tion of the two. Now, with what 
juſtice , may one give the commenda- 
tions of an honeſt man, to one that for 
his owne honour or intereſt, will main- 
taine a propoſitiop himſelfe knoweth 
to 
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to be falſe ; eſpecially , of that nature , 
that the ſalvation or damnation of the 
hearer (as well as his owne) dependeth 
on it, 


Were it not better, he cheated me of 


my purſe , robbed me of my credit, 
tooke away my life z then to bring m 
ſoule into the hazard of perpctuall 
damnation ? How then can bee who 
doth this, bee eſteemed an honeſt man, 
and worthy of ſuch civill teſtimonyes, 
as hall enable him the more to enſnarc 
— who will rely the more 
upon him for his receiving ſuch ap- 
Vlauſe ? 

He may peradyecnture defend him=- 
ſelfe , by laying , that it he ſeduceth 
others, he is firſt ſeduced himſelfe; and 
ſo, ignorance excuſeth him, att leaſt 
from being malicious and wicked. 

But, he mendeth his cauſe very little 
by this plea : fince, be who underta- 
keth to be a Maſter of others, (eſpeci- 
ally, in matters of ſo great conſequence 
and hazard) muſt not be admitted ro 
alledge ignorance for an excuſe, Why 
doth he undergoe the office of a 
teacher 


Controver/y-Logicke, 185 


teacher, if be underſtandeth not what 
he undertaketh to teach? He who will 
aftirme any tbing , muſt firſt know it : 
Elſe, be is a Iyar;and if it be in a matter 
of — pre udice, a knave. Perhaps be 
will againe anſwere for himſelfe, that 
there is no meanes to come to certainty 
in Religion and that therefore he is not 
more faulty for being a teacher, then 
eyery one elle is that doth the like. In 
ſaying thus; firſt , hee blaſphemerh 
againſt God ; as not having provided 
man-kind of that , which farre beyond 
all other thinges,is moſt neceſſary to it. 
Secondly , be proceedeth very raſhly; 
for,how doth he know, or what demon- 
ſtration hath he made, or can he make, 

hat be knoweth all that can be ſaid to 
the c6trary?Thirdly,be knoweth (with 
out the leaſt doubt)that either bimſelfe 


be no certainty in Religion , how was 
ic — done by the fitſt that made 


he breach ; or is now, by him who 


naintaineth it , onely upon peradven- 
Bur 
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But to make it appeare more evi- 
dent, that they who have left tbe C 
tholicke Church, or that ſtill keepe © 
of it,are unexcuſable;and to take aw 
their mis. underſtãding of ſome point 
wherein their mis-taking of what w 
believe, may ſeeme to juſtify ( in ſome 
ſort ) their deſettiog us : 1 will fer 
downe a ſhort explication of Catholiks 
doctrine, as farre as it is controverte- 
by judicious and ſenſible men on bo 
fides : Againſt which, I ſcarcely b 
lieve that any prudent perſon wi 
thinke it fitt to make an objeRion; ur 
leſſe it be, out of naturall reaſon, when 
the Myſtery is dificult; not for it ſelf 
but becauſe wee underſtand not n 
ture. As he who perfectly underſtan 
deth Logick , will have no difficul 
to believe the Trynity : who knowet! 
the compoſition of body and ſoule it 
Man , will eaſily admitt the Incarna 
tion. And who comprehendeth ho 
living Creatures do nouriſh them 
ſelves , will not ſticke at the Myſtery 
of the Euchariſt, 

I pretend not to ſet downe all ; For, 

a 
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as there is no All, of thoſe demon- 
ſtrations (for example) which may be 
made of the natures of a Triangle or 
'Rofa circle; So farre lefle, of the de- 
TYpendencies of the Myſteries of our 
faith; which the oppoſition of Adyer- 
Wlaries may make neceflary to be known 
Jad profeſſed. Therefore I content 
Iny ſelfe with thoſe;which I appre- 
hend to be the moſt troubleſome, 
among the points in controyerly now 
att preſent, 


evi- 


1838 Controverſy-Logicke. 
A briefe Explication of ( atholi 
faith, in order to moderne 
Controverſies. 


* 7 Fe believe, that from all Eternit 
there was a Thing not made 
any other , but having irs being from 
ſclfe , without beginning or ſpringir 
That this thing is unchangeable a 
immortall ; Having neither {= N 
compoſition, and ſo, is perfectly indi 
viſible and ſpitituall. That this fan 
Thing » is Subſtantially and Eſlenti 
knowing and loving it ſelfe: And ſo, 
a ſubſtance knowne, a ſubſtance know 
ing. and a ſubſtance loving the Thi 
knowne. That, as a thing krowne » | 


is from whichthe thing knowing is,and a: 


Thing knowne and knowing » it is fr 
which the ſubſtance or I hing loving is. 
Thar , as it is a ſubſtance knowing 
knowledge , wee explicate it well by 
name taken out of our naturall confidc 
rations, that is, by the word ſonne: and 
likewiſe, as it is a ſubſtance knowne, | 
the word Father: But, as it is a 8 
ve, 


| 
I, 
b 
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it is not well expreſſed by either 
theſe names 5 but by the common 
me of an Holy Spicit or Ghoſt, made 
oper by want of a proper expreſſion, 
nd this is that wee mean when we 
rn there arc in God three Portions; Ta- 
lc Wer, Sonne, and Holy Ghoſt, 
om T his indiviſible thing, we call God: 
gin ad profelle, that he made times an d in, 
aur with, the beginning of time, all other 
sings: Whether, {picituall and indivi- 
ndiible, or bodily and ſub, ect to diviſion 
ſan$nd corruption or mortality. Among 
jallfhe reſt , and at the princip..ll of thete 
o,fKCreatures which we know by our ſcute 
ow ad converſation, he made Man:that is, 
hin nc man and one woman, Hee made 
» Whcm ſuch, that by the corruprion they 
erte ſubic& unto , they ſhould not be 
xtinguiſhed like the other Creatures 
ett round about them: but ſhould te- 
naiue, ſpitituall things, capable ſeeing 
dien, and of cternall happineſſe. 

Theſe two, he cteated in ſuch ſtate, 
Phat reaſon was in them more power 
full then ſenſe : Aud could, with eaſe, 
neꝗ have kept them from all unreaſonable 
ve actions, 
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actions, and from the unhappy effect 
of them; had not the Envy of an other}, 
Intellectuall creature (whom we cal 
the Divell) ſeduced the woman,and b 
her meanes,made the man alſo eate off, 
fruits „ which they were fore - warne 
would bring them death and miſery. 


N 
By this meancs , diſorder bein 4 
brought into the two firſt men, both in}, 
body and ſoule 3; all their progeny b p 
came vicious ; every child drawing, 
from his patents, diſorderly inclinati p 
ons, which avert him from the love and. 
care of ttue Bliſſe; and which, ſtrengtt g 
ned by cuſtome and opinion, werd n 
able to carry the hol: maſſe of Man 
kinde to ctern ill infelicity , the juſt and a 
deſet ved puniſhment of this default and h 
its evill conſequents. * 
I bis ſlavery of Man kinde to ſinne t. 
was ſo ſtrong , that God Almighty wa 
forced to lett great raincs deſtroy ir all I t 
reſerving by his mercy) onely 8. pet t 
ſons to people the world a new 3 ma d 


king the world it ſelfe much lefle di 
ſtractive or inveigll ing with the plea- 
lures of it, by making it filler of i iſe- 

ties. 
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ech. Andafrer a while apaine,he was 
thetFforced to pitch upon one man and his 
cauſſeede, (negleRing the reſt) to conſerve 
dby in them (though weakely) by lawes 
© and ſpeciall — 2 
Yrerrue ; — ſtrengrtbening them by 
extraordinary meanes , and encteaſin 
heir knowledge. Yet for all that, 
Nertue faded much in them. This 
people, he governed firſt in Republike, 
ing alierwardes in Royalty; and laſtly by 
ry Prieſts , uotill , notwithſtandiog all his 
any care and thcir ſcience , the people was 
gy growne into an extremity of pervetſe- 
ery neſle, 
an} Then he came to the laſt remedy ; 
any and taking, or as it were, grafting into 
ud his owne ſubſtance , the nature of 
Man ; became the teacher and example 
de to Man- kinde,of all vertuous actions 
vi and good life. And becauſe mans na- 
U ure was grafted by its nobleſt part; 
cry that is, by bis Al eus, or roote of un- 
144 derſtanding ; to which God, as a ſub- 
4 ſtance knowledge, bath proportion ; It 
ay is rightly delivered unto us, that the 
e ſonne of God tooke fleſh upon him, — 
85. e 
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be our guide and rule; and not, the 
Father or Holy Ghoſt ; though they, 
(both of them) are inſeparably in 


m, 
So, God; who by his Miniſters had 
hitherto inſtructed mankinde by Alle- 
ories and ſimilitudes, proportionablc 
to their carnall imbecillity ; Now, in 
his owne perſon opened the way to 
heaven in as plaine termes as mans na- 
ture is — of; teaching to abſtra&t 


our ſelves from the love of creatures 
and to adhere to him by love of future 


bliſſe of our ſoules. 

Having compleated the courle of his 
teaching by word and example ; and 
having ſhewed us how to beate, not 
feare, the mileries of this world, even 
death it ſelfe; he thought good to give 
us a ſcantling of our future bliſle of 
body, being raiſed to life the third day 
after his death, and during 40. days 
ſhewing us a new Nature which our 
bodies are to obtaine in the laſt reſur- 
rection, if ſo we deſerve it. 

During his abode upon earth, he 
choſe certain believets, called — 

an 
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and under tbem , did ſett a number of 
diſciples : gave them authority to 
preach ; and ptactiſed them in it, even 
duriog his owne life; but ordered them 
more eſpecially towards his departure, 
bow they ſhould behave themſelves 
in the conyerſion of Jewes andGentils, 
and how they ſhould goyerne the peo- 

lethey conyerted and brought to bis 

liefe. 

After this, he leſt them aſcending 
in their ſight above the cloudes. And 
after 10, dayes (according to his pro= 
miſe) he ſo repleniſhed them with faith 
and charity, that he made them fitr 
Executors of his commands , and in- 
ſtruments of building the Church, he 
intended to ſpread over all nations, 
He gave them feryovr of heart, know - 
ledge of tongues , and power of mi- 
racles ; together with diſcretion to uſe 
all, to the end for which he deſigned 
them. 

This Church, beiog to conſiſt of all 
man- kinde, as one Body-Politike ; He 
thought fitt to ſett uniyerſall rules of 
certaine externall actions and practiſes 

I come 
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common to allz by, and in which they 
ſhould communicate together and 
know one another. 

And, the maine (cope of this inſtru- 
Rion being to bring Men tothe honour 
and ſervice of God, He made likewiſe 
for the principall of our eternall actiõs, 
one — teſtimony and te- 
cogniſance that God is the ſole Author 
of good tous » and abſolute Maſter of 
Life and death, of Being and of Not- 
Being. Such a ceremony , is called a 
Sacrifice. 

This he did immediatly before his 
death, taking bread and wine; and after 
impoſition of his handes or bleſſi ng 
them, he aſlured us that the thing he 
then gave, was, that very body which 
was to be wounded , and that very 
Bloud which was to be ſhed , for us. 


And fo , agaioſt all prejudice of ſenſe, Bi 


wee believe that the ſubſtances of bread 
and wine, were changed really into the 
ſubſtance of this body and bloud ; not- 
wichſtanding that the Natures (that is, 
all the operations and reſemblances) of 
bread and ine, do temaine as 3 
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This he commanded his Apoſtles to 
doe 5 and by mediation of this facrifice 
or obteſtation br higheſt Prayer , to ob- 
taine far the 2 and the dead, what 
ever is fitt to be im for them, He 
commanded alſo chat doing this, we 
ſhould remember, or rather commemo- 
tate, (that is, offer in a human phcaſe 
to Gods remembrance) his death and 
paſſion. . 

For „ as ii is a true ſacrifice by the 
reall and locall parting of his body and 
blood ; ſo, this being done under the 
ſhapes of bread and wine, 'becometh a 
hgare'and allegory of the teall and 
blondy ſeparation of them made upon 

ae holy Croſſe. This (acrifice , pet 
med which con venſet t cetemonies, 
we uſually call the Maſſe. 

This incorporation of all Chr ĩſtians 
into the body of Chriſt, by participation 
of thls ſacrifice 3 is the higbeſt motive 
of Tove to Chriſt and to one another; 
that can fall into mans heart; and there- 
fore hath ever been a ſymbol or token 
ofpeace among Chriſtiangand is eſtee 
mod, the Myſtery . ſacrament of Cha- 

- 2 rity 


196 Controverſy-Logicke. 


rity. But becauſe Chriſtian life, con- 
fiſteth of ſeyen vertues ; three, Theo- 

icall; and foure, Cardinall) Chriſt 
delivered other fix Sandtifications or 
Initiations, toenter us in the other fix 
verrues. 

Baptiſme , for faith: Confirm 
tion, for hope: Penance, to redrell: 
the wrongs we do to God, and to out 
neigh»bour : Matrimony , and Ex 
treme-Un&ion, to injure us to tempe 
rance , and to fortify us againſt the tet 
rours of death. 

Prudence, becauſe it eminent! 
belongeth to commanders , receivei 
irs proper initiation in the ioſtalliog 
of Spirituall Gouvernours 3 which 
are, Prieſts and Bishops. Who bei 
more eminent in Science and Charity 
have power to governe the flocke « 
Chriſt, 

And to the end that emulation mig! 
not breake unity among them; Chri 
by his owne practiſe and mouth, 7 
the Primacy to Saint Peter: to whol: 
ſee and ſacceſſour , inferiour Biſhox 
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were to have recourſe , in all publike 
nec ſſities or diflentions of the Church; 
And who att this day is commonly cal- 
led the Pope. 

It is incredible , how great 
encteaſe of devotion and Charity, 
accruetagfpe Chriſtian people by the 
F reverengqa iſtration , and faith- 
full recess of theſe facraments, 
What reipeRtand awe towardes to 
what adheſion their teachers ; 
their docttine ; what obedience to 
their, directions ; in fine „ bow 
great a life to the Church, and 
8 eminency above ſuch ſynagogues as 
ined are deſtitute of theſe boly inſtitu- 
tiods. 

The Apoſtles therefore , armed 
with theſe and the aforeſaid powers , 
diſperled themſe lves into all the quar- 
ters of the eatth ; planting this com- 
mon doctrine and praQiſe through the 
univerſe; and dying , left the inheri= 
tance of the-ſame to their ſucceſſors * 
bo, in debates about doctrines, 
and in other diſſentions „ meeting to- 


3 gether 
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gether , and finding what the Apoſtles 

ad left to the Churches they had 
planted , did caſt out ſuch as would not 
conforme themſelves to the received 
Tradition. 

Aud ſo , Chriſtians were divided: 
The parties caſt out, beiag dehomina- 
ted from their Maſtery $r®pifticular 
doRrines 3 The part abet to the 
Apoſtles Tradition, retaining the name 
of the Apoſtolike Church, Which be- 
cauſe it was , as it wete , the whole of 
Chriſtians, was therefore termed Ca- 
tholike or Uaiverlall. | 

Theſe Apoſtles arid Diſciples » left 
certaine writinges: But, neither by 
command nor with deſigne, to delivet 
in any or all ot them, a ſummary of our 
faith ; but, occaſionally reaching what 
they thought requiſite for ſome cer- 
taine place or company ehich the Holy 
Ghoſt ſutended for the comfort of the 
Church. In which , as we profeſſe, 
there is nothing falſe or uncertaine ; ſo 
we know the unwritten Preaching, 
ought to be the rule of their interpre- 
gation; att leaſt negatively. 

Neither 
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Neither can we vindicate thoſe 
bookes from the corruption of tranſ= 
{cribers , and much leſſe of Interpre- 
tours: whoſe labouts can not pretend 
to the authority of ſcripture , other- 
wiſe then by a knowne conformity to 
tbe Originals. 

Tradition therefore , became the 
rule of faith: and Councells and Apo- 
ſtolicall Sees, became the infallible de- 
poſitaries of Tradition. The other 
Sees fayling , either by the deſtruction 
ofChriſtianReligion in thoſe quarters, 
or by a voluntary difceſſion from the 
rule of faith, the Roman See, firſt in- 
ſtructed by the two chiefe Apoltles , 
and afrerwardes by perpetuall correſ- 
pondence with al] Chriſtian countries, 
avd their recourſe to ir, in matters of 
faith and diſcipline;remained the onely 
fiogle Church, which was able, in 
vertue of perpetuall ſucceſſion , to te- 
ſtify what was the Apoſtles doctrine. 

Afterwardes , Heretikes confoun- 
ding, equĩvocally, the names of Apoſto- 
like and Cathlick. by an impudevce of 
ſaying what they liſt, without ſhew of 

I 4 reaſon, 
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reaſon; the Catholike party bath been 
forced , for diſtin&ion ſake , to adde 
to their Church rhe firname of Reman : 
Declaring there by, that the Roman 
particular Church,is the Head and Mi- 
ſtreſſe, and cauſe of Vniy , to all thoſe 
— rches that have ſhare in the Catho- 
ike. 

By this linke of truth , namely, of 
receiving doQrine by ſucceſſion ; and 
by the linke of Vnity , in the Roman 
head of the Church ; as the Church 
hath hicherto ſtood in Perſecutions , 
Herefies, and Schiſmes; ſo, we ate aſſu- 
red, it will never faile untill che ſe- 
cond coming of Chriſt ; but do hope 
it will encreaſe into an univerſall king 
dome of his ; to dure an unknowne 
extent of Ages, (deſigned in the Apo- 
colypſe by the number of a thouſand 
yeares) in great proſperi'ly ; and in 
freedome, both from Pagans withour , 
and from Heretikes with in ; andin 
great aboundance , of Charity and 
good life, 

This being evidently the effect of 
Chriſts coming ; we ſee, that the ge- 
nerall 
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nerall good life of Mankinde (which 
proceedeth from the knowledge of 
the End, to which we are created; and 
from other motives and meanes deli- 
yered by Chriſts do&rine) was the 
great and onely defigne for which he 
tooke fleſh ; that is , to be the cauſe to 
us of a happy life, both io this world, 
and in the next. 

The which , having been the main 
adyantage of the State of Paradiſe , or 
of our nature before corruption ; It is 
cleare , that Chrift hath repaired the 
fault of Adam, by making whole 
Mankind, capable of attaining ever- 
laſting bliſſe : unto which, before his 
coming » one only family had means 
to arrive. 

The ſettliog of Mankind in this re- 
pate ; reſtored it to ſuch a condition 
in reſpe& of God, that from thence- 
forth, he reſolved ro beſtow his grea» 
teſt benetits upon it; that is, eternall 
felicity : has before , as long as 
it was in the ſtate of finne , his de- 
crees were for its Vniverſall Damna« 


tion, 
15 By 
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By which: , it is cleare, that Chriſt 
appealed his Fathers wrath , and made 
him a friend, ot a foe be had formerly 
been,unto us. 

So that, becauſe eternall bliſſe fol- 
loweth out of a good life , and out of 
a conſtant habit or inclination toit : as 
likewiſe , damnation , out of the ſtare 
of a finnefull inclination : formal juſti- 
fication and ſanctity, do conſiſt, in the 
habit of good life, and the ſtate of dam- 
nation, conſiſteth in an habituall incli- 
nation to ſinne: Neither the one, not 
the other, in an exttinſecall accepta- 
tion or refuſall of the Divine Will, or 
its arbitrary Election or diſlike + which 
are only the efficient cauſes, from 
whence (proportionably to their na- 
tures) they depend. 

Further , becauſe Man. kinde was 
not able, of it ſelfe, to gett out of the 
State of ſinne , and by conſequence , 
lay in ſubjection and ſlavery to it: 
And ſeeing that Chriſt by the explica- 
ted meanes and actions did ſett it free, 
and gave it power to come out of that 
ſubjection and miſery, he did clearely 
Redeeme 
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Redeeme Man-kinde from this ſervi- 
tude of finne,and of finnes Maſter the 
Divell; and gave it the liberty wherein 
it was created att the firſt, 

And becauſe Chriſt did this by his 
death, and by the penall actions of his 
life, he is rightly ſaid to have by them 
payed a ranſome for mankind, 

Notwithſtandiog this generall pre- 
paration , by which Man-kinde was 
enabled to well-doing , no particular 
man arriyeth to any action of vertue, 
without the ſpeciall providence and 
benevolence of Almighty God: By 
which, (by convenient circumſtances, 
both externall and internall) be prepa- 
reth the heart of that man unto whom 
he is gratious and favourable , to re- 
ceive theſe common impreſſions , and 
maketh it good earth fitt for the ſeede 
of his eternall cultinatour 3 who with= 
out any reſpe& to former merits, plan- 
teth faith and charity, and all that is 
good iu him, meerely of his one be- 
nignity and gratiouſneſle. 

This be doth ; not, by immediatly 


determining the man; but by ſo ſweet- 
16 ning 
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ning the propoſals , that they over- 
come his heart, and make it determine 
it ſelfe according to the will of God, 
For , Divinity teacheth , that the 
powerof God , after it hath given 
Being unto creatures , doth nothing 
immediatly by it felt: but all. by the me- 
diation of the ſecond cauſes, onely 
letting them on worke. So that, if as 
ſome Philoſophers held) and is yet the 
manner, by which many apprehend 
creatures to work, they could worke 
of themſelves, and did ſo, without 
being puſhed on by him, juſt the very 
ſame things would happen. as now they 
do. So that, neither Predeſtination nor 
Reprobation, by being what they ate 
purely in God, do bring any change att 
all in out wills determinations: Nor 
ought there any mention to be made of 
them, further then to ſhew Gods wile- 
dome and ne ſſe, who fore-ſaw and 
fore - willed, and fo cauſed (like an uni- 
yerſall, not like a patticulat caule) all 
our actions, as farre as they are good. 
Onely,where ſomething occurreth, 
wherein it is fitting that the courſe of 
materiall 
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materiall cauſes ſhould be moderated, 
and directed above their owne line, to 
the right goyernemenrt of Man-kinde ; 
there, the Allmighty goodneſſe bath 
other inſtruments to pertorme his will. 
Theſe, we call —— and 
ſpirituall ſubſtances, The which, being 
created with the beginning of time, but 
not ſubjected to time, were, indepen- 
dently of time, perfected for their owne 
Bliſle or Miſery ; Thoſe who enyyed 
mans felicity in becoming God, remai - 
ning in ſuch darkeueſſe and torments,as 
extremity of willtulneſſe cauſeth in na- 
tures of that kinde,which are , beyond 
all that we can imagine: the purer part 
of them by adheſion to Gods lola , 
becoming participant of his ſight, with 

an uncooceivable bliſſe and —_— 
Thele, under bis divide Majeſty, do 
governe humane actions, and their ne- 
gotiation for Bliſſe: the bleſſed Party of 
them, being ready to furniſh us with all 
ods , as farre as the courle of Provi- 
— requireth and permitteth? The 
bad being prompt to infli& upon 
men, all barmes of ſoule and body, 
ons , when 
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when ever the hand of Providence doth 
not hold the reincs, 

This , cach fort of them doth , in 
common and in particular , when the 
ordinary coutſe is to be inyertcd », for 
the ſweeter bringing of Man-kinde to 
the intended Bliile. And ſuch of them, 
as are ſpecially intent to particular per- 
ſons , are uſed to be called, their Guar= 
dian eAngels , if they be good; Divels or 
Accuſers, if they be wicked Spirits, 

By theſe wayes and Inſtruments, 
Chriſt planted his Church, and gover- 
neth it , and will conſerye it as long us 
this world (which was made for it) 
ſhall continue ; keeping it free from 
Errour, and in the quality of a Teacher, 
a Commander, and a viſible Tribunall 
unto which all may repaire who ſecke 
ſalvation. 

But when the fore - deſigned worke 
ſhall be finiſhed , and the number of our 
brethren be compleated, then, ſhall the 
world be conſumed by fire, Mankinde 
riſe , and g__ before Chriſt , their 
Judge, and receive their eternall dome, 
8nd all time and motion be ended and 

turned 
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turned into a conſtant ſtate for all Etet- 
nity. 

The good , ſhall receive the full 
reward of their vettue, which in this 
life , is but inc hoated in their ſoules. 
If they went out of their bodies, per- 
fect in charity , they enjoyed imme- 
diatly the ſight of God, and do affiſt us 
now by their prayers » as they did, li- 
ving , by their merits , that is , by their 
good example and profitable labours for 
their poſterity, 

And ſo, wee invocate them, and de- 
fire God , that both their prayers and 
merits may be beneficiall to us. 

And becauſe we account them Per=- 
ſons highly worthy , and in the favour 
of God, we therefore teſtify ſo much, 
by keeping their dying-days Feſtivall, 
for the encouragement of others to imi- 
tate them: And we beate a teſpect to 
their Relikes , ſuch as we do to holy 
inſtruments, as the Bible, chalices , 
tonſecrated oyles , and the like: And 
as we kiſſe rac hand of a Prince, or the 
garment of a Prelate, — 2 
ceremony of honour to him — 
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kide the relikes or pictures of Saints, 
acd eſpecially croſles , which we take 
for the pictures of Chriſt crucityed) 
— that kiſſing , the ceremony of 
exprethng honour tothe Perſon repre. 
{ented. I his, in the Greeke and Latine 
expreſhons, is called eAdoration,which 
ſignifyerh , kiſſing : That, being the 
moſt ancient and oaturall ceremony of 
proteſting a — honour, 

And, the words reaching, in a di- 
vers ſenſe and meaning, tothe thing 
immediatly touched, and to the ber- 
{on to whom the honour is done; It is 
ſaid , that both of them ate adored by 
the lame act of adoration ; — , the 
one materially add corporally ; the 
other, with the heart and mind Wee 
ſubmitting our ſelves to the one as 
to out better, and making the other 
the meanes by which we expreſlc 
it, 

The ablolutely wicked, confoun- 
ded and terrifyed by the ſight of their 
Judge , will be confined to perpetuall 
Darkeneſle of ſpirit, and gnawing of 
their con{cience , and to the angoithes 

of 
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of their raging thoughts and deſires , 
for all eternity. 

The middle ſort, conſiſting of thoſe, 
tho according to the courſe of all cor- 
porall , deficient , and mortall goods, 
o goe out of this world , ſubſtanti- 
ly in Charity and love of God, but 
ot without ſome weakeneſles and 
ckeneſſes of their ſoule ; cannot, 
before they are purged , be admit- 
ed to the ſight of God. 

And fo , they expect in Darke- 
eſſe and griefe, that happy change, 
d which , the prayers of the living do 
uch avayle them, 

Theſe , are the Heads of the Chri- 
ian profeſſion of that Church, which 

ing in the communion of the Church 
fRome , pretendeth to have recei- 
ed her doQrine from Chriſt, and his 
poſtles , in a perpetuall publike 

erciſe and profeflion 3 handed 
owne , without interruption , to 
is our preſentage. And out of which, 
ave iſſued all particular congrega- 


dos, which ia their ſeverall ſeaſons) 
ſepa- 
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ſeparating themſelyes from her, have] c 
been denominated by ſeverall Appella- x 
tions ; the name of Catholike , ever te. j 
maioing to het, inſpight of all inya- 
ſions. 

Divines , may finde many more Ar 
ticles of faith, and Heretikes may day. 
ly occalion more and more. But, al 
are onely explications of ihe here pro 
poſed doarine. 

Now, the oppoſitions which Here 
tikes make againſt the Catbolike 
Church ; areonely , the breaking 

downe , of all Chriſtianity and good 
lite, either inicfelfe , or iu its out- 
workes. 

As » the Socinians, by denying the 
God- head of the the bleſſed Trinity, 
and of Jeſug Chriſt ; the Pelagians , by 
denving the fable of Man, and the ne- 
ceſſity and efficacy of Grace ; the Puri- 
tans or Presbiterians , by denying the 
neceſſity of good life to juſtification ; 
do deſtroy the very Eſſence of Chri- 
ſtianity and vertue, Divers, denv ing 
the ſolemne and holy ſacrifice of the 
Altar, which is the highelt exterue * 
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of our Religions duty to God; by cut- 
ting of moſt of the ſacraments , by re- 
jecting prayers to the ſaints and angelt, 
and all deyotion for the dead , by 
aboliſhing Holy-dayes and publike 
faſts ; by pulling downe the pictures of 
Chriſt and his — , which our pious 
anceſtors did ſett up, to revew the me- 
mory of their examples and to excite 
us to follow them; doe demoliſh the 
fences and bullwatekes of the ſame 
Chriſtianity and good life. | 
3 —.— ole deſerve the yy 
heretikes , do a to charge the 
— — —— and 
addlrery : and do deny in her , both 
infallibility to know Chriſts docttine, 
and power to governe : And conſe- 
quently , they deſtroy externall unity 
and the eſſence of it, Which, as it is 
not formally to ruine good life, ſo it is 
more then to breake downe her oat- 
workes ; fince it enttencheth upon the 
very {ſubſtance in common, and leaveth 
no meanes, but meere chance and ha- 
zard, to come to the knowledge of 
Chriſts law; and conſequently, to 
eternall ſalvation. Whence 
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Whence we may underftand , what 
this name Popery (ignyfyerh ; to witt, 
An affettion or reſolunon to mint ame faith 
aud god life ; and, the cauſes of conſerving 
them. * 


There are divers other points, con- 
troverted betweene Catholikes and 
Sectaties. But they are ſuch , as for 
the moſt part, require no explication , 
but, a flatt denyall. As , when they 
accuſe us, to havedeptived theLaiery of 
halfe the Communion ; we deny it. 
For, beſides that, the generall practiſe 
of Chriſtians bath bin from the begin- 
niog to give tbe ſacrament |, ſome- 
times in one kinde, ometimes in both? 
the Church bath alwayes believed , 
that the entire communion was per- 
fectly adminiſtred in either. We like- 
wiſe deny, that ever the Church held 
the neceſlity of commanicating In- 
fants: The Popes perſonall iofallibility; 
that Indulgerces can draw ſoules out 
of Purgatory : that Prayers ought, of 
ne ceſſiiy be in an unknowne tongue to 
though we may thinke it fitting in 
ſome circumſtances, that the publike 

leryice, 
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ſervice , for reyerence and Majeſty, be 
ſo performed: that faith is not to be 
kept with Heretikes that the Pope 
can diſpenſe with the ſubjection to 
Princes: And many ſuch other Tenets; 
which are injuriouſly impoſed upon 
Catholikes by SeRaries; and are flatly 
denyed by us ; and therefore require 
no further explication or diſcourſe 
aboutthem, 


A Sam- 
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A Sampler of Proteſtants Shuffling 
in there Diſputes of Religion. 


R — Logick , or the art of 
diſcourſing in matter of Religion: 
between thoſe who profeſſ the Law of 
Chriſte, can not be complete, unleſs, as 
Ariſtotle made a Book of fallacies to 
ayoide cavills in his _ or in- 
ſtrament of ſcience , ſo wee alſo diſ- 
cover the common fallacies uſed in 
controverſies : Not all, but the chie- 
feſt , and moſt ordinarily in this bu- 
ſineſs. This then is the — of my 
preſent work, Fot which the firſt note 
I make , is that owre Ancients have 
taught us, and by experience wee day- 
lie ns br Hereſie is in a manner as 
ſoon overthrowne as layed open,fals- 
bood like turpitude being aſhamed of 
nakedneſs. Therefore 't is falshoods 
game to veſt it (elf like an Angel of 
ighr , in the skin of the lamb,and to 
ſeeme to weare the Robes of truth, I 
mean by words, like thoſe of theCatho» 
lick party, todeludethe ſimplicity of 
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Innocent and welwiſhing People. And 
now muſt it be our theame to unvaile 
theice Shufflings. 


The firſt Shuffle. 


Of the Word Scripture. 
A nd firſt, If we aske them what they 
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rely upon,they braggingly anſwer 
on Gods x one yr. Catholics 
to rely upon men when they fly to the 
chu witneſs; but if we preſs the to 
declare what they mei by Gods word, 
to wit, the Book of the Bible, or the 
meaning of it,. they are forced to anſwet 
the ſenſe, for even beaſts can conyince 
them, that wee have the Book as well 
as they, Marching on another ſtep, 
and preffing to know by what inſtru. 
ments or means they have the ſenſe, 
there is no ſubterfuge from confeſſing 
it is by reading,and their owne judging 
or thinking — ſenſe of the Scripture, 
is that which they affirme, though all 
Catholicks affirm rhe contrary. And 
although even in this they are coſened, 
following, for the moſt part, the expli- 
tion 
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cation of their preacher, Yet I preſs 
not that, for they know not that they 
do ſo: But I conclude, ſee what you 
meane,when you ſay you rely upon 
Scripture or Gods word, to wit, that 
you rely upon your owne opinion or 
gueſſing that this is Gods word. So 
that this glorious profeſſion of relyin 
upon Gods —— is in ſubſtance = 
reality, to rely upon the opinion or 
guelfing, of a Cobler, or Tinker, or 
ſome houſe. wife, when the anſwerers * 
are ſuchz or at moſt of a Miniſter ,who 
for his owe intereſt, is bound to 
maintaine, this is the meaning of 
Gods word. 


The ſecond Shuffle. 
Of Generall Councils. 


Ome Proteſtants are ſo bold, as to 
profe(s they wil ſtand to Generall 
Councils. Now a General Council, in 
the language of Catholicks,is a gene- 
ral meeting of the Chriſtian World, by 
theBiſhops and Deputies of it, to teſtiſy 
the Docttiue of the Chriſtian Church: 
And is accounted inerrable in ſuch 
K 2 dee 
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determinations , and therefore to have 


ower to command the faith of Chri- 
— aud to caſt out of the Chutch al 
who do not yield to ſuch their deter- 
minations and agreements , and by 
conſequence to have a ſupreme Autho- 
rity in the Church, in matters of faith. 
The Proteſtants loath to leave the ſha- 
dow , though they care nor for the ſub- 
ſtance , > the name, but to no effect. 
For the intention being to manifeſt the 
Doctrine of the Chriſtian World. They 
firſt agree not upon the notion of what 
a Council is, Requiring ſometimes that 
al Biſhops ſhould bee preſent , ſome- 
times that all Patriarks,though known 
to bee profeſſed Hereticks, and un- 
der the Turk , ſometimes object iog 
want of liberty, and mainly that they 
decide not by diſputation out of onely 
{cripture, or that they taught falſe Do- 
Rrine, So that to the Proteſtant a 
Council fignifies an indefinite and un- 
certaine (when,and whar it is) meeting 
of men, going upon the ſcripture: 
Which (as it is before declared) ſigni- 
fies every cobler or Miniſters fancie: 
; which 
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which bath no authority to binde men 
to believe, and is to bee judged by the 
Doctrine or agreement in faith with 
the Proteſtants, 


The third Shuffle, 
Of the conſent of Fathers. 


He conſent of the Fathers, or Do- 
Rours of Chriſtians before oure 
age and controverlies, beares fo Vene- 
rable an aſpect as that few Hereticks 
dare(at leaſtbefore honeſt underſtan= 
ding Chriſtians ] give it flatly the lye. 
Therefore the diſcreerer part of Prote- 
ſtants acknowledg it, yet with a ſalve 
that they were all men and might bee 
deceived, which in effect is to ſay, that 
it is no convincing or binding Autho- 
rity, as Catholicks hold it to bee, nay to 
bee a ſtronger authority then that of 
Councils ,. asÞbeing the judgement of 
the Catholick Church, or the learned 
part of it, which is al one as to faith, 
The Proteſtant firſt,at one clap cutts of 
a thouſand or r 3, hundred yeares, nay 
ſome 15. hundred. The one ſaying S. 
Gregory the great was the laſt Father 
K 5 and 
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and firſt Papiſtrie ; the more ordinary 
courſe being to acknowledg,onely the 
Fathers of the Perſecution time before 
Conſtantine, finding Popery (as the 
call it)to publick afterwards;fome — 
ſing, that ever ſince the deceaſe of the 
Apoſtles, the Church hath been corrup- 
ted: So that they neither give any au- 
thority to the conſent of Fathers, nor 
do acknowledg the thing the Catho- 
licks call the Fathers, accepting theres 
of commonly ( that is the two latter 
opinants) no conſiderable part of them, 
and the larger opinion nothing neer-the 
half, So that the comiſent of the Farhers, 
ia tho ſenſe of the Proteſtams , ſigni- 
fieth nothing but the opni6 of ſome few, 
who have written either nothing or litle 
and obſeurely of the points in cõtrovetſy 
The fourth Shuffle u : 
Of this Mord Catholick ( hareh. 
O the Catholick Church all plead, 
the Apoſtles Creed forcing them to 
the name; And Catholiks,by this word, 
underſtand a Church which hath en- 
dared from Father to Son from Chriſts 
time to ours, ſtill reaching the _ 


J #w ca > a 


Controverſy-Logicke. 221 


Doctt ine, and living under an outward 
Viſible goverment,the head of which,is 
in the Church of Rome, and is the Pope. 
And ſo acknowledg ard obey a Viſible 
and determinate authority , to which 
recourſe fog Doctrine may in every 
moment bee wade , by looking into 
theire Catechiſmes and lives, which are 
publick (as thoſe which were made by 
the order of the Council of Trent)and 
in great ocaſions to Generall mectings, 
and in the meane while to the — 
Church of Rome. But the Proteſtant, 
by this name, ptetends to aChurch, made 
of all w home they account good Chri- 
ſtians, which hath no other Rule then of 
the ſctiptute , that is, of the fancy of 
every particular Congregation, for their 
Opinions , no common govermert , no 
bounds or limits to bee k now ne by, but 
ſuch as the particular fancy of the Prote- 
ſtir ſhal ups occafi6,ſer to include or ex- 
clude whome he pleaſes. So that plainly 
what they mean by the name of the Ca- 
tholickChurch is no determinate Con- 
gregation of men, nor can have any in- 
fluence to govern either faith or beha- 
viour. K 4 he 
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The fifth Shuffle, 
Of conſent with the Greeck Church. 
Ome Proteſtants highly brag of 


theire communion with the Greek 
Church, or rather of their conſent of 
Doctrine with it, for I have not neard 
of any communion unleſs with the Pa- 
triatch Cyril , who for that cauſe was 
put out as an Heretik) a bufine(s — 
of no conſequence now , yet for the 
name of what it hath been anciently of 
a colourable credit to them, Let us there- 
fore ſee what the Proteſtant means, 
by this communion or conſent, Two 
points there ate (and onely two of mo- 
ment) of diſſenſion bet ixt the Greek 
and Latine Church. The one about 
the Proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt , in 
which the 39. Articles men agree with 
the Latine Chacch againſt theGracians, 
and yet theſe are the men who moſt 
pretend to the Greek Vnion. The other 
of obedicnceto the Pope, in the which 
the Greeks freely acknowledg the 
Popes Primacy (w Rich is the ſtumbling 
block to the Proteſtants) and confeſs he 
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were to bee obeyed,if he made juſt com- 
mands, and onely except againſt his op- 
pteſſion (as they call it) and clayming 
of more then his right.. And in this 
which is no matter of faith, but of 
Schiſme, and (if unjuſt) confeſt (if 
doubtfull) ſuſpected rebellion. So that 
this glorious conſent they boaſt of, is not 
in Doctrine or ſactamcuts the life of 
Cbriſtians, but in a caſe of ſchiſme and 
diſobedience which is common to all 
Hereticks, 


The ſixth Shuffle, 


Of Roman ( hurch. 


Nay ſome of thẽ being aſhamed of their 
ow ne orphanage , and that they can not 
name theit Father or Mother, wil in ſpite 
of the Roman Church and her defy in 

them, intrude themſelves into heroff 
ſpring,ſaying ſhee is ſubſtantially a true 
Church. though ſhee coucheth inſuffe- 
rable et touts in het faith, which force 
them not to communicate with het: let 
us therefore ſee what theſe meane, by 
this Word the Roman Church, Catho- 


licks Mcane by the name of Church a 
K 5 Cons 
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Congregation of men, joyned with 
Rome in an obligation of Government, 
for the maintaining faith, ſacramems, 
and good life, taking this obligation to 
bee that, which maketſ the mene bound 
together by it, to bee a Church: The 
Proteſtant takes this obligation to bee 
an unſuffetable Tyranny , wil have no 
rule of faith, but ſuch an one as hee can 
turne which way hee think es beſt for 
his intereſt or fancy, ſac rameuts and go- 
vernment no other ,then what hee can 
not avoide out of his propoſed rule of 
faith, or at moſt, without the ſhame of 
the world. So that hee meanes nothing 
that belongs to the making a multitude 
ot men a Church, but onely the multi- 
tude of men, of which a Church may 
bee made , as if a man, ſhould call a 
houſe ot Palace the tuiues of one ly ing 
in a heape where it was fallen. 


The ſeventh Shuffle, 
Uthe Mord Miſſion. 


Heſe ate ſume, but Generally the 
Prelatick party engages; in deri- 


ving 
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ving themſelyes by Miffion from the 
Roman Church. Lett us ſee then what 
they intend by this word Miſſion. The 
Catholick interpretation is, that Miſſion 
ſignifies a command give to the party, 
ſent, to deliver a Meſſage to them to 
whome hee is ſent, which makes the 
Apoſtles queſtion good; How can they 
preach if they are not ſeat > That is, if 
no body deliver them an Errand to 
carry: and God is ſayed, to put his 
owne Words in the Mouths of thoſe 
he ſends , and Chriſte, when bee ſent 
his Apoſtles, bad them preach or deliver 
to the world, what he had taught them. 
Now becauſe this command, or com- 
miſſion, is delegated in the Catholick 
Church,by a certaine ceremony which 
is called ordination,or the ſacrament of 
Order, The Proteſtant grew ambi- 
tious of this outſide, and lo pretends his 
firſt Prelates had an Ordination from 

the Catholick Biſhops , whome they 

had depoſed, or at leaſt violently caſt 

out,from theire ſees. And this they 

call to have a Miſſion from the Roman 

Church, So that they do not as much 

, K 6 as 
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as pretend to the ſubſtance of the thing 
called truely Miſſion, but to an outſide 
and ſhadow good enough to lerve their 
turnes, who — the Glory of men and 
ſeek not after Gcds honour, 


The eighth Shuffle, 
Of being like to the Primitive Church. 

FO er thing in which they inſule 
over Catholicks,is Avriquiry, the 
which becauſe it hath a venerable aw- 
fulneſs in it (c1f,they (ſpecially thePreſ- 
byrerian party) much preſume upon, 
— their Church, to be more 
ike the Ancient Chriſtian Church, thẽ 
the Catholicks is, askiog whether S8 Pe- 
ter were the Prince of Rome ? Biſhops 
in ſuch great Pompe, had ſuch Courts, 
Alrars,Churches,piQres in ſuch aban- 
dance, and ſo richly attired , Ceremo- 
nies and Sacraments, performed with 
ſo great magnificence and Order ? By 
which we ſee, wherein theſe men place 
the Antiquity they pretend to, to wit, 
that the Church had not thoſe meanes 
to draw weak hearts, which need the 
helps of bodily appareances, to raiſe 
themſelyes to the conceit of inviſible 


goods; 
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goods ; Whereas the Catholick pre- 
teads ro Antiquity,and to bee like the 
primitive times, in the (ubſtitial means 
of Chriſtian life , as in Church go. 
vernment, and power of Biſhops, their 
accommodating of the quarrels of the 
faithfull, by the order of the Apoſtles, 
Performing the maſs, Baptiſme, Ordi- 
nation, and other Sacraments with ex- 
actneſs and diligence,the Reliques and 
Holy Burialls, having Feaſts , Faſts, 
Penirential Canons, flocks of People of 
both Sexes dedicated roGod, Religious 
Ceremonies , and all forts of entice= 
ments to love heaven and follow good 
life. So that the Antiquity the Prote- 
ſtant pretends to, is of wanting wil- 
fully thoſe means of helping ſoules, 
which the primitiveChurch wanted by 
the Violence of ſerſecution ; and the 
Antiquity meaned by Catholicks. is of 
being like the Ancieat Church, in all 
things that promote yertue inwardly 
and outwardly, 


The 
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The ninth Shuffle. 
Of the Word Tradition. 


O Antiquity hangs Tradition, that 

is, the receiving of Doctrine and 
Cuſtomes from the Ancient Church. 
The whichCatholicks place in this,that 
it is derived fom the Apoſtles, to ua, by 
the continuall and immediate delivery 
of one Age ro another ; the ſons conti- 
nuing their Fathers, both beliefe and 
converſation in Chriſtian life, aud trea- 
ding the ſame paths of Salvation. This 
was a bit of too ſoure a digeſtion, for 
Proteſtants being not able to ſhew any 
Maſters from whome they had recei- 
ved theire beliefe. Yet a Tradition they 
muſt have,not ro be openly convinced 
of having forged their docttine: Some 
of them therefore ſayed they received 
their doctrine, by the Tradition of the 
Bible, made anto them by the Churches 
continuing ſince the Apoſtles time 
Wherein you ſee an open equiyocatiog, 
in the word of Tradition,Catholicks ta- 
king it for the delivery of doctrine, that 
is ot (eaſe and meaning; the Proteſtants 
for 
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for the delivery of a mute book or kil- 
ling letter, Others call Tradition the 
Teitimony of the Fathers of all Ages, 
and ſo att leaſt divert the Queſtion, 


Turning tbe proof of Religion (which 


is plaine and eaſie to every ordinary 
underſtanding ) into a buſineſs of lear- 
ning and — ſtudy, in which though 
they be worſtted, yet thePeople cannot 
ſee it, nor deſcry theire falſhood. 


The tenth Shuffle. 
Of the word Really. 

T O deſcend from the Univerſality 

or defence of their whole Religis, 
to ſpeciall articles of it, wee ſhall finde 
them there like themſelyes. As for ex- 
ample , thoſe who beare an outward 
reſpect ro the Fathers , finding them 
concurring ſo thick to teſtify Chriſtes 
Body to bee in the Holy Euchariſt,will 
fee me to ſay the ſame,and uſe the word 
of Chriſt being Really , and verily, and 
truely , in the Sacrament: and that they 
onely queſtion, the manner how he is 
there, which is lawfull amongſt Catho- 
licks to do. So that you cannot almoſt 
diſtinguiſn them fromCatholicks,Votil 


you 
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you come to explicatiõ. There the Ca- 
tholick ſayeth, that Chriſtes Body is in 
the ſactament, as the ſubſtance of Bread 
was in the thing, which before wee 
called Bread, and now is no more, but 
turned into that body wich was hanged 
on the / Croſꝭ, by an entirative and reall 
mutation. The Proteſtant wil tell you, 
that it is ſtil Bread, and naturally and 
entitatively the ſame thiog, wich it was 
before conſecration , but that by faith 
(which is a real actiõ) ir isChriſtes true 
body to us. How to juſtify theſe words, 
that by Faith it is Chriſtes true body,is 
impoſlible, unleſs they wil have us be- 
lieye by faith, what they tell us is falſe. 
Therefore others ſay it is an aſfurice of 
ChriſtsBody,as a bond is of mony: Per · 
adventure of enjoying Chriſte in Hea- 
yen, But how different both ſenſes bee 
from the Catholick,whicb they ſeek to 

be thought theirs, and from the natural 

meaning of the words every mi ci ſee. 

So that the manner of being Chriſtes 
Body,which they queſtion , ſignifics 

whether it bee truely there, or no, hut 

onely by a falſe apprehenſion they call 
Faith, | The 
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The eleventh Suffle, Of the Word Sacrifice. 


The like is of the word Sacrifice, 
and Altar, and ſuch other. In which the 
Catholick poſition makes theſe words 
— that the Maſs is as, or more 
properly fignified by the word facri- 
hce,as the ſacrifice of the old law, That 
there is a true and real ſeparatiõ of the 
body of our Saviour from his bloud, 
and more proper to the names then na- 
ture can make, which can not make a 
true body when the bloud is ſeparated, 
nor true bloud whe the body is leſt out, 
wich in this ſacramet is — and 
nevertheleſs Chriſte entire and untouc- 
hed. But aProteſtãt wil rel | oe” that whe 
the Holy offering is called a ſacrifice, it 
is meaned a ſacrifice of praiſe or thanks 
giving. that ĩs, in reality noſacrifice but 
an outward ceremony of praiſe ox thiks 
giving, others that it is a reſemblãce or 
— — of a lactifice, to wit, of that 
of the holy Croſs;ſo that you ſee the dif- 
ferẽce of the two ſignificatiõs is no leſs 
the whe by the ſame word (as of Chri- 
ſtes)one meansChriſts Perſon another, 


a Crucifix or the pictute of Chriſte, 
The 
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The twelfth Shuffle. 
Of the Word Prieſthood. 


1. conlequece and conformity to this, 
they abuſe the Word of Prieſthood. 
For finding al Antiquity gloriouſly full 
of this name, they muſt alſo uſe it, and 
finding St. Paul had too expreſſely 
taught us, that a Prieſt was a publick 
* to offet to God giftes 
and ſactiſices, and that he ought to be 
legitimately called to the office;and that 
Catholiks take Prieſthood in this mea- 
ping: And how, on the othetſide, tbem- 
ſelves had taken out of the Church, all 
ſolemu offeriogo, and ſacrifice the bu 
fineſs of a Prieſt : and nevertheleſe 
ſhame on one fide, and ambirion on the 
other, egged them on to call themſelves 
Prieſts,they were forced to corrupt the 
Word ſacrifice; firſt as is declared to 
come to the name Prieſthood. So that 
Prieſthood in the Proteſtant meaning,is 
an officer choſen to fipg Pſalmes, in the 
fight of the People, The which how 
different it is from the Catholick expli- 
cation, of being the publick Officer of 

the 
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the eternall ſacrifice , is too plain to be 
declared. Onely I muſt add, that who 
takes ordination, with the intention, 
onely to become the chief or high ſin- 
pet of rhe Pariſh , receiveth not Prieſt- 

ood, as it is meaned , and uſed in the 
Catholick Church, 


The thirteenth Shuffle. 
Of the word Faith. 


He abuſe of this name Faith,muſt 

not bee omitted, which Catholicks 
taking for a perſwaſion of ſuch truths, 
as are neceflary to bring us to life 
and ſalvation , which perſwaſion wee 
ferrle upon Chriſtes doQrinedeliveted 
unto us by Tradition of the Church. 
The which meaning is cleare in the 
Apoſtle „ who 'expreſſeth himſelf to 
ſpeak of faith that works by Charity, 
The 'firſt Proteſtants took the word 
Faith, as excluding Charity , and cryed 
downe good works as improfitablez 
the latter aſhamed of this,as deſtroying 
life, and plainly contrary to the 
whole deſigne ofScripture and Fathers, 


took it for the ſame faith that Catho- 
licks 
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licks do,but would bave ir have force, 
preciſely out of its being a perſuaſion, 
and the working to follow to no effect; 
but as a hanger on without any End; 
whereas Catholicks make the perſua- 
fion to bee chiefly or wholly to breed 
Charity, which is the true cauſe of ſa). 
vation, But the presbiterian party, and 
the plainer dealing Prcteſtants, have 
quite changed and deftroyed faith: ſay- 
ing, faith is a Perſuaſion that the belie- 
ver muſt have, that hee in Perſon is one 
of the Predeſtinate, and ſhall bee ſaved, 
by this perſuaſion, through the merits, 
of Chriſte, wichour any regard to his 
works and life, Of which fenſe,ſecing 
there is no —— there can be no 
rel yi u the word of God for any 
ſuch ellek and ſo ĩt is cleate, theſe 
— have nothing like Faith, the 
ormer Proteſtants having at leaſt the 
Carcafe , but renounce the ſoule, life, 
and being of it. 


4 


Controverſy. Logicke. 235 
A bundle of divers Shuffles, 


| f weeſhould,as thus, paſs over all the 
points controverted between Catho- 
liks, and all tha have ſeparated thE(elfg 
from the Catholick Church;we ſhould 
finde very few freely diſputed, but that 
either they calõniate the Catholick po- 
ſition or counterfeyr it. As concernin 

images and Saints, they pretend we 
* them as Gods: As for mariage, 
they report we diſallow it. For the me- 
rits of Chriſte, they ſay wee rely not 
upon them, becauſe we nnderſtand them 
otherwiſe then they do. For the Ca- 
tholick Church underſtands,that Chri- 
ſte, by his life and paſhon procured the 
Eſtabliſhment of the Holy Church, the 
preaching of the Goſpel oyer the 
whole earth, a ſettled meanes to conti- 
nue, and encteaſe, wliat he by bimſelf 
and his Apoſtles begun, a ſeed and root 


of good life, plãted by the ſending of the 
Holy Ghoſt ro remaine in the Church 
for ever, a Govetument of Biſhops and 
DoRours for ever, ſactaments to bee 
Vaiyerlally adminiſtced , Extraordina- 

iy 


2.36 Controverſy- Logicke. 


ry Exatuples of Heroick yertues inMar- 
tyrs, Confeſſouts, Monks and Nunnes: 
and ina Word, al that was neceſlary to 
bring the Vnivetſality of Mankinde, to 
heavenly bliſs,and theſe meanes to be 
derived to lingle Perſons , according to 
Gods all good providence and the con- 
natural ſuite of cauſes, The proteſtant 
undetſtands, that Chriſte in his private 
rayer,ſpake to his Father in particular 
— every one of the predeſtinate , to 
ſave him for his and his paſfions ſake , 
and ſo infer „ that the beliefe that 
he js one of thoſe for whome Chriſte 
{ſpecially prayed is that which muſt ap- 
ply the grace granted byChriſts eternal 
Father to his foule , and thinkes the 
Catholick relyes not uponChriſts me- 
rits, becauſe he doth it not ſo ſillily as 
he does. In penance the Catholick hol- 
deth ir a ſacrament, in forme of a judg- 
ment,in which the penitent is abſolved 
or condemned, according to his deſert, 
The Proteſtant holdeth onely, as ir 
ea complement of ones acknow- 
ledging bimſelf a finner and asking of 
mercy , and that the preacher * 
ar- 
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farther ceremony abſolye him. Thoſe 
who believe not the myſteries of the 
Trinity and Incarnation ; nevertheleſs 
aſe the words of one God and three 
Perſons; and profe(s,tbat chough they 
hold the ſon andHoly Ghoſt __ crea- 
tures, yet that they ate to be called each 
of them God, and likewiſe though ſome 
hold Chriſte, to have no other nature 
then of a Man, yet that he is juſtly cal- 
led God, for his greate perfections and 
Vaity in Charny with God. It were ſu- 
perfluous to multiply more examples 
to ſhew how it is not the zeal of truth, 
but either ignorance,in them who do 
not underſtand the true difference, be- 
twixt the Catholick Church and its 
deſetters 5 or malice in them who 
diſpaiſe, either theire owne teners, or 
thoſe of the Catholick party. God 
proſper the labours of thoſe who ſeek 
Vnity and by his (weer conduct. bring 
all who profeſs the name of Chriſte 
into petfect concord, in one flock, by 


the Vnity in faith, and charity. 
ER 
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